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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable BEN-
JAMIN L. CARDIN, a Senator from the 
State of Maryland. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal spirit, the fountain of all 

goodness, thank You that You have us 
in the place You want us to be right 
now. Teach our lawmakers to take se-
riously their role in solving the prob-
lems of our times, that they may fulfill 
Your plans for their lives. Continue to 
mold and inspire our Senators, and 
bless others through their labors. Use 
Your sovereign wisdom to bring about 
good results from their decisions and 
from consequences beyond their con-
trol. 

Lord, give our leaders the courage to 
tell us what we need to hear, not what 
we want to hear. Make them willing to 
take political risks, to do the unpopu-
lar thing when it leads to justice and 
truth. Draw us together as one people 
who do Your will so that America may 
be a light to nations. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable BENJAMIN L. CARDIN 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, September 5, 2007. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BENJAMIN L. CARDIN, 
a Senator from the State of Maryland, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. CARDIN thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this morn-
ing, the Senate will be in a period for 
morning business until 11:30 a.m., with 
Republicans controlling the first half 
of the time, the majority controlling 
the final portion. I ask that be a full 90 
minutes because both Republicans and 
Democrats have indicated a desire to 
speak. So whatever time Senator 
MCCONNELL and I take we will not 
count against that time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, at approxi-
mately 11:30 a.m., the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the Military 
Construction and Veterans appropria-
tions measure. This, of course, is an ex-
tremely critical proposal for current 
members of the Armed Forces and 
those who have previously served, our 
veterans. 

We got word yesterday from the co-
manager of this bill, Senator KAY BAI-
LEY HUTCHISON, that the President said 
he would sign the bill in its present 
state, which is a good message. There-
fore, I think we should proceed post-
haste to complete this legislation as 

quickly as we can today. We have busi-
ness, as I already indicated, we have to 
finish this week. We will do our best to 
complete this legislation. I hope we 
don’t have to file cloture on it. I hope 
we can complete the bill. There was no 
indication yesterday there would be a 
lot of amendments. I don’t know if 
there will be any. 

When we finish the bill, then we go to 
the Foreign Operations appropriations 
bill. That bill is $700 million less than 
what the President requested. There 
certainly should be something we can 
work out in that regard. 

Then we have to complete education 
reconciliation. There is a statutory 10 
hours on that legislation. 

We can complete all that business 
very quickly this week or, if necessary, 
we will work on Friday and Saturday, 
hopefully not on Sunday. 

Monday morning, there will be votes. 
As I have indicated to the Republican 
leader, we will have no votes after 
about 5:30 or 6 p.m. on Monday. On 
Tuesday, we will have a full day. We 
might have to work into the night be-
cause we hope to be on Transportation 
appropriations. We will have our last 
vote about 12:30 or 1 p.m. on Wednesday 
in relation to the Jewish holiday. We 
may work past that time, but there 
will be no votes after midday. 

I hope Members will cooperate. 
Today, we have our weekly recess for 
party conferences. We are going to 
come back at 2:15. In the history of the 
Senate, this is an important day. 
Someone who has stood for bipartisan-
ship his entire career as a Member of 
the House of Representatives and as a 
Senator is coming back. TIM JOHNSON 
has been extremely ill. He was about as 
sick as a person can get. He is back. 
His brain is 100 percent. The right side 
of his body is not back. His speaking, 
as he said last week when he an-
nounced his coming back in South Da-
kota—he hoped all Senators would fol-
low his example because his mind 
works faster than his mouth. The doc-
tor said his speech will return totally. 
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Right now, it is not, but it is still very 
good. So I hope Senators will come to 
the floor at 2:15 p.m. to hear his speech 
upon his return. Senator MCCONNELL 
and I are going to submit a resolution 
welcoming him back. So I encourage 
Members to be here at that time. 

We will have some rollcall votes later 
today, maybe even into this evening. 
Senator REED and Senator HUTCHISON 
are the ones managing the Military 
Construction and Veterans bill. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—H.R. 2419 AND H.R. 3221 

Mr. REID. I have a matter of busi-
ness, Mr. President. 

There are two bills at the desk due 
for a second reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the bills by 
title for a second time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2419) to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H.R. 3221) moving the United States 
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure, 
and to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide tax incentives for the produc-
tion of renewable energy and energy con-
servation. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to 
any further proceedings with respect to 
these two bills en bloc. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection having been heard, the 
bills will be placed on the calendar. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

RETURN OF SENATOR TIM 
JOHNSON 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, let 
me briefly second the observations of 
the majority leader about the return of 
our friend, TIM JOHNSON, from South 
Dakota. We look forward to welcoming 
him back after the policy luncheons 
today. It is a remarkable example of 
grit and determination to fight his way 
back. All of us on this side of the aisle 
are certainly happy he is back and look 
forward to welcoming him back to the 
Senate family officially, after the pol-
icy lunches. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if I may say 
also—I said this personally to the dis-
tinguished Republican leader—Senator 
MCCONNELL and the entire Republican 
caucus have been so thoughtful regard-
ing Senator JOHNSON’s illness. There 
were things the Republican minority 

could have done to have taken advan-
tage of the situation of his being ill. 
That was never done, not on one occa-
sion. I appreciate that very much. I 
know Senator JOHNSON does. It speaks 
well for the Senate. 

I don’t think I need to say more on 
that issue other than it is the right 
thing to do, but sometimes we try to 
take advantage of a situation politi-
cally. The Republican Senators did not 
do that, even though there would have 
been times it would have been to their 
advantage. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
thank the majority leader very much. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will now be in a period for the 
transaction of morning business until 
approximately 11:30 a.m., with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each, and the time equally di-
vided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees, with the Re-
publicans controlling the first half of 
the time and the majority controlling 
the second half of the time, with the 
Senator from North Dakota, Mr. DOR-
GAN, controlling up to 20 minutes of 
the majority time. 

The Senator from Georgia. 

f 

SENATOR TIM JOHNSON 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate this opportunity. Before I 
make my speech, I join the two leaders 
in expressing my joy at the return of 
Senator JOHNSON. He has suffered a 
tragic event, but his grit, his deter-
mination, and I think the prayers of 
the entire Senate have paid off. I am 
delighted he is returning to this body, 
with us, at 2:15 p.m. today. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I spent 
the month of August on our break trav-
eling the State of Georgia and did it for 
a specific reason. I knew that Sep-
tember 15 would be the report period 
for Ambassador Crocker and for Gen-
eral Petraeus. I knew it was very im-
portant for me as a Senator to go to 
the people of Georgia and find out what 
was on their minds. 

As I introduced myself in every 
speech I made, I said: As a Member of 
the Senate, and with our men and 
women deployed in harm’s way, it is 
absolutely incumbent upon me, first 
and foremost, to address the Iraq war, 
to address my votes, and to hear from 
the people of Georgia on what they 
feel. 

When I returned to the Senate last 
night and I was on the floor, I had the 
occasion to listen to a speech by the 
Senator from New York, questioning, 
again, our involvement in Iraq and, 
even in advance of the Petraeus report, 
taking a position that whatever it was, 
it would not be good enough and the 
United States of America should with-
draw. So I thought today I would come 
to the floor and speak not only my 
mind but I think the consensus of the 
people of Georgia regarding where we 
are now and where we may be in the 
months ahead. 

I visited civic clubs, chambers of 
commerce, garden clubs, the State 
chamber of commerce and sat for a 
meaningful hour with Lucy and Rick 
Harris, the parents of LT Noah Harris, 
who died 2 years ago fighting for the 
United States of America in Iraq. I 
tried to get every perspective. I even 
spent half a day with new recruits at 
Fort Benning at the Third ID on their 
fourth day of basic training. 

Next week is an important week for 
the United States of America, and the 
report by General Petraeus is an im-
portant report. There are some Mem-
bers of the Senate who are invested in, 
whatever it says, staying the course, 
there are some who are invested in 
coming home no matter what it says, 
when, in fact our actions should lie be-
tween. We should wait and hear what 
the general says. We should wait and 
hear what Ambassador Crocker says. 
But also it is time for us to start 
thinking about defining what victory is 
rather than declaring, as some have 
done, that we have lost. 

We all know there are positive words 
coming back from Iraq. We know some 
positive things have happened. But we 
know it is not done, and we know it is 
not over. But I think, in defining what 
victory is, it is important to remember 
the speech the President of the United 
States made the day before we all 
voted to authorize the engagement in 
Iraq and enforcement of U.N. Resolu-
tion 1441. 

The President established three pre-
cise goals for our involvement in Iraq. 
No. 1 was to depose Saddam Hussein 
and find, if they existed, the weapons 
of mass destruction that every nation 
in the world thought Saddam Hussein 
had and U.N. Resolution 1441 delin-
eated; second, to allow the Iraqi people 
to hold free elections and establish a 
government of their choosing; and the 
third goal was to adequately train the 
Iraqi military so it could successfully 
defend and protect that fledgling new 
Government. 

On goal No. 1, Saddam Hussein was 
captured, he was deposed, he was tried 
by the people of Iraq, and he was exe-
cuted. 

On the weapons of mass destruction, 
there are those who say we didn’t find 
them. We found all the components. 
The problem when you find a weapon of 
mass destruction, when you have a 
smoking gun, it has already gone off. 
So sometimes finding the components 
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is better. We did find Scud missiles 
buried in the sand between Damascus 
and Baghdad in Iraq, we found traces of 
sarin gas, we found mobile biological 
laboratories dismantled, and we found 
mass graves where hundreds of thou-
sands of Iraqis had been killed. The evi-
dence was there. 

Second, in terms of the Government 
and establishing elections, the Iraqi 
people in 18 months held three elec-
tions, wrote a constitution, and estab-
lished a government. Goal 2 accom-
plished. 

Goal 3, to adequately train the Iraqi 
Army so it could defend the people of 
Iraq and that fledgling government. I 
think it is very instructive to recog-
nize what has happened in recent days 
and in past months. Yesterday, the 
British left Basra, and as they left 
Basra and their post, who replaced 
them? Not the American military but 
the Iraqi military, a clear and distinct 
sign that the Iraqi military is gaining 
the ability to defend this fledgling 
country on their own. 

Second, what happened 3 weeks ago. 
We finally captured and killed the 
bomber who set off the mosque bomb-
ing that set off the sectarian violence 
about a year and a half ago. Who cap-
tured him? Mr. President, 1,000 Iraqi 
troops with close air support by Amer-
ica, but the ground action was the 
Iraqis. On the ‘‘clear and hold and se-
cure’’ of the surge, we have Americans 
and Iraqi soldiers embedded, side by 
side, holding those parts of Baghdad 
that we have secured, holding them so 
reconstruction can take place. 

We are making positive steps, and we 
are on the cusp of the third goal being 
accomplished. We are not there yet, 
but we are on the cusp of it. 

Where are we? We need to listen to 
what General Petraeus comes back and 
recommends, and Ambassador Crocker. 
I will not prejudge what the report will 
say because I have not seen it yet, but 
I think we all know there is enough 
evidence that we are coming close that 
it is very important we pay attention 
to the months ahead, which will be the 
most critical in our engagement in 
Iraq. 

To that end, I want to share a little 
bit of the advice of a good friend to me, 
Lucy Harris, in Ellijay, GA. Lucy and I 
and her husband Rick and her late son 
Noah’s fiancee—he was killed in Iraq— 
sat with a reporter and photographer 
from the Washington Post, and they re-
corded our conversation that par-
ticular day for an article they wrote 
recently. But I want to share with the 
Members the Senate some of the advice 
Lucy gave to me. She lost her only son. 
Her only son was a cheerleader at the 
University of Georgia on 9/11/2001 who, 
upon that tragic day, walked up to the 
military ROTC on campus as a junior 
and said: I want to join and get a com-
mission. 

They said: You can’t because you 
don’t have enough time. You have to 
have 2 years. 

He said: I will make up the time. 

Finally, the Army reluctantly 
agreed, and sure enough, in 18 months 
Noah Harris got his commission in 
ROTC and became a second lieutenant 
in the U.S. military. He volunteered 
because he wanted to confront the evil 
and terror he saw on that particular 
day. 

He was known as the Beanie Baby 
soldier in Iraq. He led a platoon in Iraq, 
and he carried, in one big pocket on his 
right leg, bullets, and in another big 
pocket on his left leg he carried Beanie 
Babies, and he shared them with the 
Iraqi kids as he would go through se-
curing and patrolling areas of Baghdad. 
His unit started carrying Beanie Babies 
and other good things for the Iraqi 
kids. While defending freedom and 
hopefully securing that country, he 
was also winning the minds of those 
children. 

Tragically, he was lost in the explo-
sion of an IED in Iraq. I attended his 
funeral and saw the outpouring of love 
from a thousand people in his commu-
nity. So when Lucy sat down last week 
in Ellijay, GA, her advice to me was 
important and her advice to me was 
what appears on their car’s license 
plate: IDWIC, those letters, because her 
son, Noah, who e-mailed back and forth 
with me before his tragic passing, al-
ways said: IDWIC—I do what I can. 
That was his motto. That is why he 
went to Iraq, to do what he could for 
freedom and democracy, for peace and 
to end terror. 

That is what his mom Lucy and Rick 
do today—they do what they can. In 
their comments to the reporter, when 
asked what they think about all the 
debate going on in Washington about 
Iraq, Lucy said: I think the debate is 
healthy. I watch it. I think it is impor-
tant. I think we should all do what we 
can, but we need to make sure that my 
son Noah did not die in vain. 

To that end, as I approach the votes 
we will take—I don’t know on what, 
but I know it will be about Iraq—in the 
months and weeks ahead following the 
Petraeus report, I will do what I can to 
give us a chance to finish the job, win 
the victory the President outlined at 
the outset 5 years ago on our entering 
Iraq, and honor and pay tribute to the 
sacrifice of the 3,700 or more Americans 
who have given their lives in the effort 
of the overall war on terror and in par-
ticular the securing of Iraq and the op-
portunity for a fledgling democracy to 
take hold in the Middle East. 

These are difficult times but not 
nearly as difficult for us as for the men 
and women who voluntarily go because 
they believe in our cause. I stand here 
today in the Senate hoping that all of 
us will not prejudge what Ambassador 
Crocker will say, or General Petraeus, 
nor should we declare defeat when we 
have victory within reach, nor should 
we declare victory if it is not there. 
But we should move forward in order to 
honor the sacrifice of the men and 
women who fight for our country vol-
untarily every day. 

For me, I am going to do what I can. 
I am going to take Lucy Harris and 

Rick Harris and Ashley’s advice. I am 
going to honor the life of Noah by lis-
tening closely to the report, by recog-
nizing why we went in the first place, 
and see to it we give ourselves a chance 
to declare the victory that has been so 
bravely fought for by the men and 
women of the U.S. military. 

I hope we will all have open minds 
and open hearts and give thanks for 
the sacrifices taking place and recog-
nize again why we went in the first 
place and recognize again how close we 
are to achieving our goals. 

I yield the remainder of my time and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). The Senator from South 
Carolina is recognized. 

f 

IRAQ 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I wish 

to take this opportunity to talk a little 
bit about what I think is a very impor-
tant debate, and that is about Iraq war 
policy. Next week, I believe, General 
Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker will 
be coming to the Congress to brief us 
about the situation as they see it. I 
think most of us in the Senate are very 
anxious to hear what our Ambassador 
has to say and our leading general in 
Iraq. There are GAO reports about 
benchmarks. The idea that we are try-
ing to evaluate performance and 
progress in Iraq is a good thing. Some 
of the benchmarks have not been met, 
apparently, some have. It depends upon 
how you measure. The one thing I 
would caution my colleagues to not 
forget is that the biggest benchmark is 
whether our presence in Iraq should be 
maintained in terms of our national se-
curity interests or should we leave. If 
we do leave, how does that affect our 
long-term security interests? 

I think the biggest issue facing each 
Senator is how they view the war in 
Iraq. This is a legitimate debate. There 
are two different ways of looking at 
the engagement in Iraq. Some Senators 
believe our military presence in Iraq at 
such levels is propping up the Iraqi 
Government; they are relying too 
much upon us, they are putting off the 
hard decisions because we are doing the 
fighting and they can kind of take 
their time, and that we should put 
more pressure on the Iraqi Government 
by beginning to withdraw troops. 

There is another view that any pres-
ence in Iraq is creating more terrorism 
than it is preventing, that our presence 
in Iraq is creating instability and prob-
lems for the Mideast as a whole, and 
that we should basically get our eye 
back on the ball, Afghanistan, al-Qaida 
operations in other areas. 
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Those are a couple of views. I hope I 

fairly summarized it. I do not want to 
put words in people’s mouths. But I 
think there are a couple of ways of 
looking at Iraq. 

There is another way. It is my way— 
it does not mean it is right, it is just 
the way I have come out on this—that 
Iraq, to me, is part of a global struggle, 
not just an isolated event. 

Whether we should have gone into 
Iraq is sort of a moot question. The 
question for the country is: What hap-
pens in Iraq in terms of our national 
security interests? Does it really mat-
ter? I would argue that the enemy we 
are facing in Iraq is threefold. There is 
sectarian violence within the country. 
There is Sunni-Shia violence, or people 
within the Shiia community using vio-
lence to try to get the upper hand po-
litically. 

There are people, Sunni insurgents, 
who do not want to have a democracy. 
They do not want to have a representa-
tive government. They are trying to 
achieve power by the use of violence. 
So there is definitely some sectarian 
conflict between Sunni and Shias. That 
is very real. 

But there is also an element in Iraq 
called al-Qaida. Their goal is not to 
dominate the Shiia population in Iraq. 
Their goal is much broader. It is to 
make sure that representative govern-
ment does not take hold in the Mideast 
in a way that would allow religious tol-
erance. Their goal is to make sure no 
representative government would 
spring up where a woman would have a 
say about her children. 

You know, we are all over the world 
militarily. You can see what is going 
on in Germany today. But al-Qaida 
chose to come to Iraq, I believe not be-
cause of what we are doing there or the 
fact that we are there, but because of 
what the Iraqi people may try to do. I 
do believe al-Qaida’s international 
leadership has gone to Iraq to organize 
extremist forces within that country, 
religious extremists, because they fear 
more than anything else another Mus-
lim nation, Islamic nation, Arab na-
tion, being able to come together and 
live through representative democracy. 
That is why they are there. 

If they can defeat this effort at mod-
eration, destabilize this government 
and drive us out, I think our worst 
days lie ahead. No matter how we wish 
to view Iraq, there is no doubt in my 
mind what that enemy would say, al- 
Qaida international would say: They 
beat America in the Land of the Two 
Rivers. Bin Ladin has called on all of 
those who believe as he does: Go to 
Iraq, join the fight, because now is the 
time to win a battle in the third world 
war and America must be defeated, not 
the Iraqi Shiia population but Amer-
ica. 

Now the Iranian involvement in Iraq. 
I have been on an 11-day tour over 
there as a Reserve lawyer. That was a 
wonderful experience, a very small con-
tribution on my part. I learned how 
hard people work and how smart they 

are. I am awed by our military. I think 
every Senator shares that view. But 
one of the things I have learned from 
working on rule-of-law programs is 
how deeply involved the Iranian Quds 
force and other organizations are in 
funding militia groups. 

The question for us all is why should 
Iran be involved in trying to fund 
groups dedicated to killing Americans? 
The Lieberman amendment that passed 
without objection in the authorization 
debate in July was a damning indict-
ment of the Iranian involvement in 
Iraq. The question must be asked and 
answered: Why? Why does Iran want to 
destabilize this government? Why are 
they supporting extremist groups, 
mostly in the Shia community but not 
exclusively, designed to kill Ameri-
cans? Why are they providing aid and 
comfort to those groups who wish to 
destroy our forces? 

I argue they view Iraq as a threat, 
just as al-Qaida does, if the Iraqi Gov-
ernment is able to stabilize itself. The 
Sunni and Shia Arabs coming together, 
along with their Kurdish colleagues, to 
form a representative government that 
will allow the people to elect their 
leaders is the biggest threat to Iranian 
theocracy. They are involved in Iraq 
from their own self-interest, not the in-
terests of the Iranian people, but the 
self-interest of the radical leadership 
within Iran. They understand clearly if 
Iraq is able to stabilize itself and cre-
ate a moderate form of government, 
representative in nature, their night-
mare just begins. That is why they are 
trying to drive us out. 

The President of Iran, a questionable 
character at best, said, I think, last 
week, they stand ready to fill the vacu-
um created when we leave. I argue that 
we need not leave a vacuum that Iran 
can fill. 

There are three enemies: al-Qaida, 
sectarian violence, and the Iranian ele-
ments trying to destabilize the Iraqi 
Government. One of the biggest prob-
lems we have had since the fall of 
Baghdad is we didn’t have enough 
troops to provide security. After about 
five or six visits, it was clear to me 
that the situation was deteriorating in 
Iraq. Before the surge, I came back 
more depressed after each visit. The 
level of violence grew and the secure 
environment deteriorated. 

Now we have a new strategy. We have 
put more combat power in place. It has 
made a real difference on the security 
front. Anbar Province, the western 
part of Iraq where the Sunnis domi-
nated 6 months ago, was declared lost. 
It was an al-Qaida safe haven. We have 
heard the story time and time again. 
The news of Anbar is not so much that 
we beat al-Qaida military, not so much 
that the Sunni Arabs turned on al- 
Qaida, joined the fight with us against 
al-Qaida. That is understandable given 
the way that al-Qaida treated the pop-
ulation in Anbar. What is the most ex-
citing and encouraging is that in 2007 
over 12,000 people have joined the local 
police force in Anbar. The sons of 

Anbar were called upon by the sheiks 
to take up arms by joining the police. 
This new police presence, once it is 
trained and equipped, will allow Anbar 
Province to be held by Iraqis. 

More encouraging than that, not 
only are people in Anbar beginning to 
join institutions that would allow al- 
Qaida to be defeated in a permanent 
fashion, they are beginning to reach 
out to Baghdad, and there is a move-
ment going on between the Maliki gov-
ernment and leadership in Anbar to try 
to find a relationship where Baghdad is 
seen by the people of Anbar as a place 
you can do business. There is a lot of 
money being spent now by the central 
government on rule-of-law projects in 
Anbar. There is an old palace of one of 
the sons of Saddam that is going to be 
converted into a legal center where you 
can have terrorism courts, basic civil 
trials. You will have housing for judges 
that will be secure so they won’t be as-
sassinated. You will have a police 
training center there. There is a lot 
going on in terms of a relationship be-
tween Baghdad and Anbar that could 
lead to reconciliation. 

It is very true the political progress 
we had hoped for at the national level 
has not yet transpired. But what has 
astounded me is the amount of local 
reconciliation going on. Better secu-
rity has led to better choices. People 
now feel more secure. They are telling 
us where al-Qaida operatives are hid-
ing. They are giving us more informa-
tion than we have ever received before 
about how al-Qaida operates, and other 
extremist groups. People are getting 
more confident to speak out. More 
than anything else, they are just war 
weary. 

The one thing I have learned on this 
trip that was more abundant than any 
other is that Iraqis at the local level, 
in provinces all over the country, are 
very war weary. They are trying to 
bring the country together, their local 
communities together. They are tired 
of the killing and the dying. 

So as we listen to what Ambassador 
Crocker has to say, and General 
Petraeus, we should be mindful of the 
challenges. To me, the successes are 
obvious, but the challenges are equally 
obvious. I never said, for the last 31⁄2 
years before the surge, that things 
were going great in Iraq because, to 
me, they weren’t. Things were getting 
worse. It was obvious they were. But I 
do see a turnaround. I think the surge 
has accomplished some things mili-
tarily that have led to better choices, 
and there is an effort to reconcile the 
country from the bottom up. It is very 
real. 

The big pressure being applied to 
Baghdad is not what Senator GRAHAM 
says or what any other Senator from 
the United States may say about the 
Maliki government. The pressure I see 
on the ground is coming from the peo-
ple themselves. The people are war 
weary. They would like their rep-
resentatives in Baghdad to come to-
gether and create a stability that they 
haven’t known for 4 years. 
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I am hopeful there will be political 

breakthroughs. Sunday a week ago the 
five major players in Iraq recommitted 
themselves to a plan to come back to-
gether, reform the government, and 
reconcile the Iraqi people, passing 
major legislation. Debaathification, 
the ability of Sunnis to hold jobs in the 
government, is a big piece of legisla-
tion that would transform Iraq. Local 
elections, allowing local people to pick 
their governors and representatives 
rather than Baghdad politicians mak-
ing those appointments, if there were 
local elections, the Sunnis would par-
ticipate in large numbers. In 2005, they 
boycotted the election. Now they are 
ready to engage in politics. 

I predict that based on the success of 
the surge militarily, the efforts of local 
reconciliation are real, that they are 
going to move up to the national level, 
and soon, very soon, we will have some 
breakthroughs in Baghdad in terms of 
political benchmarks that will trans-
form the country. That is my hope, my 
desire. The way we can achieve that is 
to pour it on, continue the surge, let it 
run its course. It has been in place 
now, I think, since April. Let’s keep 
pouring it on militarily, politically, 
and economically. We have the enemy 
on the mat. Let’s don’t let them up. 
Morale is sky high. Now is the time for 
America to exercise good judgment, 
long-term thinking, and reinforce Iraq 
instead of withdrawal. 

The message to withdraw, no matter 
how well intended, will not push Iraqi 
politicians to do anything faster. It 
will encourage an insurgency that is 
not being diminished. 

Those are the issues that face the 
Senate as we await news from Iraq. 
Let’s concentrate on the long term. 
The year 2008 will be here before we 
know it, but the decisions we make 
about Iraq will have consequences long 
after the election of 2008. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

TESTER). The Senator from North Da-
kota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Am I recognized for 20 
minutes under morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 
f 

NATIONAL SECURITY 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me 
talk for a moment about the issue of 
what is our national security. This 
morning, as I was getting ready for 
work, I saw another television adver-
tisement put together by people who 
have accumulated some money and put 
ads on television. The advertisement is 
one that says: We have to stay in Iraq. 
We can’t surrender in Iraq. We have to 
finish the job in Iraq. It says they at-
tacked us on 9/11. The whole implica-
tion of the ad is, we are in Iraq because 
we are fighting the people who at-
tacked us on 9/11. It is the same dishon-
esty we have heard for a long time. 

Let me describe again our national 
security interests and who attacked us 
on 9/11. We know who did because they 

bragged about it. They boasted about 
attacking America. It was Osama bin 
Laden, al-Zawahiri, and others, the 
leadership of al-Qaida. And where are 
they? Are they in Iraq? No, they are in 
Pakistan, we believe, somewhere be-
tween Afghanistan and Pakistan. Let 
me describe the connection of all of 
this and our national security inter-
ests. 

This morning in the newspaper we 
see that in Copenhagen, Denmark, the 
police have arrested some terrorists en-
gaged in a terrorist plot with links to 
al-Qaida. They say these terrorists had 
traveled to Pakistan for training, and 
the case against them involves links to 
militants in Pakistan. Separately, last 
night a German Federal prosecutor had 
three suspects picked up and arrested 
late Tuesday. The suspects were mem-
bers of a terrorist organization, pre-
sumably with connections to al-Qaida. 
There is evidence the men had trained 
in camps in Pakistan. 

So let’s understand, whether this is a 
surprise to any of us. Here is what we 
learned in February of this year. Sen-
ior leaders of al-Qaida operating from 
Pakistan over the past year have set 
up a band of training camps in the trib-
al region near the Afghan border, ac-
cording to American intelligence and 
counterterrorism officials. There was 
mounting evidence that Osama bin 
Laden, and his deputy, al-Zawahiri, 
had been steadily building an oper-
ations hub in the mountainous Paki-
stani tribal area of northern 
Waziristan. That is from the New York 
Times, quoting top intelligence 
sources. 

In June: Al-Qaida regroups in new 
sanctuary on Pakistan border. While 
the U.S. presses its war against an in-
surgency linked to al-Qaida in Iraq, 
Osama bin Laden’s group is recruiting, 
regrouping, and rebuilding in a sanc-
tuary along the border between Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan, according to 
senior U.S. military and intelligence 
officials. The threat from the radical 
Islamic enclave in Waziristan is more 
dangerous than from Iraq, which Presi-
dent Bush and his aides call the ‘‘cen-
tral front’’ of the war on terrorism, ac-
cording to some current and former 
U.S. officials and experts. 

The National Intelligence Estimate 
from July of this year says: Al-Qaida is 
and will remain the most serious ter-
rorist threat to our homeland. We as-
sess the group has protected or regen-
erated key elements of its homeland 
attack capability, including a safe 
haven in Pakistan’s federally adminis-
trated tribal areas. 

Is it a surprise that we pick up the 
newspaper this morning and see terror-
ists picked up in Germany, threatening 
to launch attacks against the largest 
U.S. base in Europe, and that we read 
that they trained in Pakistan, likely at 
an al-Qaida reconstituted training 
camp? Is that a surprise to us? 

We are engaged in a war in Iraq. The 
television commercial this morning, 
my colleague this morning, and others, 

continue to say that is the central 
fight of the war against terrorism. It is 
not. It is a civil war. There is wide-
spread sectarian violence. Yes, there 
are some terrorists there. Yes, al-Qaida 
is there. But that is not the central 
part of what al-Qaida has been about. 

Al-Qaida did not have a presence in 
Iraq prior to 9/11. The television com-
mercial this morning says they at-
tacked us on 9/11. Implying that this is 
why we are in Iraq fighting that war ig-
nores a whole body of truth, the body 
of truth I have just described. Those 
who attacked us and boasted of killing 
innocent Americans on 9/11 are now in 
a secure hideaway or a safe haven 
somewhere in Pakistan, not in Iraq. 

I ask this question of the President 
and the Congress: Why should there be 
any square inch on the face of this 
planet that is safe or secure for the 
leaders of the organization that boast-
ed about attacking America? Why 
should there be any place on this Earth 
that is safe or secure for those who the 
intelligence estimate now tells us are 
plotting new attacks against our coun-
try? Why are they safe and secure? Be-
cause this country is engaging door to 
door in Baghdad in the middle of a civil 
war. That is a fact. 

We have people say: You can’t sur-
render. If you try to redeploy, you are 
surrendering. I say this: What we ought 
to do is redeploy and understand that 
our policy is to fight the terrorists 
first. When we talk about redeploying, 
we are not talking about not being able 
to fight terrorists, even in Iraq, to the 
extent they exist there. We are talking 
about leaving enough troops for train-
ing of Iraqi forces, about fighting ter-
rorists who exist in Iraq, and about 
force protection. But you redeploy the 
troops to fight the terrorists first. Why 
on Earth should we be debating in the 
Senate, and the President be in Aus-
tralia today talking to his counterpart 
in that country about continuing the 
fight in Iraq, when Osama bin Laden, 
al-Zawahiri, and others are planning 
additional attacks against this coun-
try? While, at the same time, bin 
Laden and his henchmen are ‘‘safe’’ 
and ‘‘secure’’ in or near Pakistan? That 
is unbelievable. 

We need to change tactics. We need a 
change in course. When we pick up the 
paper this morning and read about ter-
rorists being picked up in Germany, 
plotting attacks against the largest 
American military base in Europe, and 
they are trained in Pakistan, likely at 
an al-Qaida training camp, we are expe-
riencing the fruits of bad policy and 
dishonest representation about where 
the fight exists. The central fight 
against terrorism, it seems to me, is to 
eliminate the leadership of al-Qaida, 
the very leadership who boasted about 
killing innocent Americans on 9/11 and 
the very leadership who our National 
Intelligence Estimate now tells us are 
planning additional attacks against 
our homeland. 

We need a change in course. If we 
stand here and debate this question 
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about, well, if you redeploy, change 
course here or there, you are surren-
dering, that is not looking truth in the 
eye at all. The television commercial I 
saw this morning—put together, I am 
sure, by some big money interests that 
are suggesting somehow we are in Iraq 
because they attacked us on 9/11—is 
the perpetration of the same dishon-
esty we have seen for years. 

We have had soldiers in Iraq longer 
than we were fighting in the Second 
World War. I want Iraqis to be free. 
Saddam Hussein is gone. He is dead. He 
was executed. They now have a new 
Constitution and a new Government. 
Now the question is, Will the Iraqi peo-
ple have the will to provide for their 
own security? 

We are going to leave Iraq. The ques-
tion is not whether; it is when. We can-
not keep 160,000 American troops in the 
middle of a civil war in Iraq for any 
lengthy period of time, especially while 
Osama bin Laden and al-Zawahiri are 
in the mountains training additional 
terrorists whom they then send to Ger-
many and perhaps to our country. We 
have to change course. That is a fact. I 
am not giving you my opinion. I am 
telling you what the National Intel-
ligence Estimate tells us about the 
greatest threat to our country. 

The greatest threat to our homeland, 
according to the National Intelligence 
Estimate, is the leadership of al-Qaida, 
and they are in a safe and secure 
haven, and they are planning addi-
tional attacks against our country. If 
one does not understand that by read-
ing that which we should read, go back 
to just prior to 2001 and take a look at 
the headline on the PDF briefing given 
to the President in August 2001: ‘‘Bin 
Laden determined to strike in the 
U.S.’’ It is time we read and it is time 
we understand. Regrettably, that has 
not been the case recently. I hope it 
will as we turn to this debate in a seri-
ous way. 

The change in course has to be, in my 
judgment: Fight the terrorists first. 
That ought to be this country’s policy. 

That was not why I came to the floor 
of the Senate today, but I was inspired 
to remember the television commercial 
I saw the first thing this morning and 
then inspired by my colleague’s state-
ment about Iraq, once again. 

f 

TRADE AND CONSUMER SAFETY 

Mr. DORGAN. If I might, in a sepa-
rate part of the RECORD, I wish to talk 
about something that showed up in the 
newspapers this morning as well. I wish 
to tell you first—this was not in the 
papers this morning—about something 
that was a while back. I wish to tell 
you about a 4-year-old boy named 
Jarnell Brown. Jarnell Brown was from 
Minnesota. Jarnell is now dead. Jarnell 
is dead because he was visiting a 
friend’s house, and he swallowed a 
small heart-shaped charm that came 
on a bracelet that came with a pair of 
Reebok tennis shoes. It turns out that 
little charm, that little jewelry charm 

contained 99 percent lead, and it killed 
Jarnell Brown. It was 99 percent lead. 

It came from China, which probably 
should not surprise us. It suggests, 
once again, in this global economy—in 
which we decide we are going to 
produce elsewhere and ship here, after 
we spent a century developing stand-
ards to protect workers, protect con-
sumers, the kinds of things Americans 
basically expect to be protected for and 
from—we decide we are going to 
outsource all that so we will have all 
these products made elsewhere and 
shipped into our country. 

So we get tennis shoes, and we get a 
charm bracelet, and we get a heart at-
tached to the end of the bracelet that 
is 99 percent lead, and the young boy 
accidentally swallows that little heart 
and dies from lead poisoning. 

Now, let me talk a bit about this 
morning’s news. Mattel is announcing 
this morning a product recall. They are 
recalling 848,000 Chinese-made Barbie 
and Fisher-Price toys that have exces-
sive amounts of lead. Toys are being 
pulled from store shelves, including 
Barbie kitchen and furniture items, 
Fisher-Price train toys, and Bongo 
Band drums. 

These are innocent enough looking 
products. But the surface paint on 
these products contains excessive lev-
els of lead, prohibited under our Fed-
eral laws because of the serious threat 
they pose to human health, particu-
larly the health of young children. 

I do not suggest that Mattel has any 
response this morning other than being 
heartsick and heartbroken over this 
situation. Mattel is a good company. 
But what has happened to Mattel has 
happened to many other companies. 
They outsource production and then 
ship the product into this country, and 
there is no determination of whether 
those products are produced under the 
same conditions we would require in 
this country. 

We only inspect 1 percent of the prod-
ucts that come into this country. So 
whether it is food or toys or jewelry or 
other things we require certain kinds 
of standards with respect to its produc-
tion here, yet there are no such stand-
ards required with respect to produc-
tion elsewhere. Oh, I know the people 
who outsource these contracts will say: 
Well, we require this and that of them. 
But there is no enforcement, and ev-
eryone knows that. 

Let me describe a few of the cir-
cumstances. I talk about the lead 
paint. As we know, lead paint is used 
because it is bright, durable, flexible, 
fast drying, and, above all, it is cheap. 
So the Chinese, we now know from 
products that are being pulled from the 
shelves, have used lead paint. They 
mass produce lead paint and coloring 
agents such as lead chromate that are 
generally cheaper than other pigments, 
so we are now seeing the effect of that 
on store shelves. 

This poor 4-year-old boy felt the ef-
fect in the most extreme way. He died. 

It is not just China, and it is not just 
toys. FDA inspectors recently inter-

cepted shipments of black pepper with 
salmonella from India, intercepted 
crab meat from Mexico too filthy to 
eat, and produce from the Dominican 
Republic was stopped 813 times last 
year for containing traces of illegal 
pesticides—this is a country with 
whom we just signed a trade agree-
ment. 

Now let me describe—even as we have 
galloped globally to outsource produc-
tion but not to develop and maintain 
the protections for the American con-
sumers on the products coming in—the 
Food and Drug Administration. Under 
the Bush administration, the FDA’s 
safety mission I think has been sub-
stantially reduced. In fact, the FDA is 
planning to close 7 of its 13 drug safety 
labs, and it would close or consolidate 
a number of its 20 regional offices. 

The trend has been to inspect fewer, 
not more, imports into this country 
under the administration. The FDA 
tests, we are told, about 1 percent of 
imported food. Last year, the FDA 
took 50 percent fewer samples for test-
ing from imported seafood than it did 
in the year previous. 

The issue is not just China, but China 
has been in the news more than any 
other country. Let me describe the cir-
cumstance of China because that has 
become the most notorious offshore 
platform. Toys, dolls, games, for all of 
these products China ranks as our No. 
1 source of imports; fish, seafood, China 
is No. 1. Tires, China is No. 1; also for 
pet food, and toothpaste; and the list 
goes on. In fact, we have such a giant 
trade deficit with China—this chart 
shows what is happening with our trade 
relationship with China, which I think 
demonstrates an incompetence that is 
almost breathtaking for this country, 
an incompetence with respect to the 
negotiating of trade agreements and an 
incompetence with respect to enforcing 
trade agreements. But aside from that, 
I describe a circumstance here, and we 
are seeing it now every day in the 
newspapers, of the danger to U.S. con-
sumers. 

Well, pet food—how many Americans 
had their pets die as a result of con-
taminated pet food coming into this 
country? It was discovered that animal 
food, pet food from China contained 
substances that are dangerous to pets. 
Sixty million packages of pet food 
under 150 brands were recalled after it 
was found that ingredients in pet food 
could be dangerous to pets. 

Seafood—the U.S. FDA banned the 
import of five types of farm-raised fish 
and shrimp from China after they were 
found to contain unsafe drugs, some of 
which cause cancer. 

Now, I am telling you what they have 
found and banned, and I am telling you 
they have only inspected 1 percent. 

Toothpaste, Chinese-made toothpaste 
sold in dollar stores—the FDA has 
warned consumers to throw out any 
toothpaste made in China. In fact, they 
not only found some of the toothpaste 
was contaminated with a dangerous in-
gredient, they found other toothpaste 
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that was contaminated with the ingre-
dient and did not list the ingredient on 
the toothpaste box. 

Toys and jewelry—I mentioned 
Mattel. There are others. Mattel has 
had three very substantial recalls of 
Chinese-made toys in the last 5 
months. Again, my guess is the execu-
tives of that company are heartsick 
about what is happening. But it is a re-
sult of exporting manufacturing and 
not having the protections with respect 
to the conditions under which that 
product is manufactured—the protec-
tions for American consumers that we 
have always come to expect. 

I did not mention with respect to 
toys, the RC2 Corporation recalled 1.5 
million of these little toys, Thomas & 
Friends from its Wooden Railway prod-
uct line, made by Hansheng Wood 
Products Factory in China using lead 
paint. 

According to a spot check recently, 
it was announced 20 percent of Chinese- 
made jewelry contains potentially poi-
sonous chemicals, including lead. 

Automobile tires—a tire importer 
called Foreign Tire Sales recalled 
255,000 Chinese-made tires in August 
because they lacked a safety feature 
that prevents tread separation. 

I do not need to go through much 
more but only to say this: These are 
real serious issues. I started by talking 
about a young 4-year-old boy named 
Jarnell Brown. He died. There are real 
consequences to these issues. We spent 
a century developing standards in this 
country to protect workers, to protect 
consumers, and we built something 
very special and very important in this 
country. 

Now, under a galloping global econ-
omy, in which the rules have not kept 
pace, we are told: Well—do you know 
what?—we are going to outsource man-
ufacturing because we can pay people 
30 cents an hour in sweatshops some-
where around the world, and we can 
have it manufactured for less money. 

Well, if that cheap product is unsafe 
for your health, if that product— 
whether it is food or vegetables or toys 
or jewelry—if that product is harmful 
to your health, we need to rethink the 
standards by which we engage in this 
global economy. Yes, it is a global 
economy, and I do not suggest we are 
going to retreat from the global econ-
omy. I do suggest this: We should par-
ticipate in the global economy on our 
terms. We should describe what kind of 
participation we will have with respect 
to this economy in a way that is fair to 
our workers, that earns a decent wage 
in this country, and in a way that pro-
tects our consumers for whom we have 
established certain consumer protec-
tions. 

I know someone will say that is regu-
lation. Yes, it is regulation. I spoke on 
the floor of the Senate one day, when I 
held up a package of beef. I asked con-
sent to do that. You have to have con-
sent to hold up a package of beef on the 
floor of the Senate because it is an ob-
ject to show. I said: I do not think any-

body can tell me where this beef came 
from. I know they could not because it 
is not labeled. 

So then I read the description of 
what the investigator found, the in-
spector found when he went to a plant 
in Hermosillo, Mexico, and inspected a 
plant that was processing beef, slaugh-
tering cattle, processing beef and ship-
ping it to the United States. He found 
carcasses hanging under a hot roof, 
with flies and feces all over the car-
casses. He described horrendous things 
that I read on the floor of the Senate 
and led me to ask: Does anybody want 
to buy beef from that circumstance? 

Well, guess what. It was the only 
time that plant had ever been in-
spected—the only time. As a result, the 
plant lost its license. It then was sold, 
then changed its name, and was reli-
censed. It is now selling beef to the 
United States and has never again been 
inspected. 

I use that only to say it is exactly 
the same coin—the flip side of the same 
coin, of lead paint coming in a heart- 
shaped toy from China that a young 
child swallows and, as a result, dies. 

I have introduced legislation dealing 
with the other side of this as well with 
respect to workers’ rights, dealing with 
sweatshop labor and conditions under 
which people are working in sweat-
shops in other parts of the world; work-
ing in sweatshops and, in some cases, 
producing these kinds of products. 
Why? Because it is cheap. Cheap labor, 
cheap products. Use lead; it is cheap. 
The problem is it is harmful to your 
health and especially harmful to chil-
dren. The legislation I have introduced 
dealing with the issue of sweatshops 
and being fair to American workers 
would ban the product of sweatshop 
labor coming into this country. That 
bill, which is S. 367, has 12 bipartisan 
cosponsors. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to add Senator CLINTON today as a 
cosponsor to that piece of legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if we 
look at these issues in the context not 
of trying to destroy the advantages of 
a global economy but in the context of 
trying to make certain the protections 
we have developed for our country— 
protections that have allowed us to 
create a wonderful place in which to 
work and consume—if we can, with re-
spect to our participation in the global 
economy, raise standards rather than 
lower ours—if we can do that, then we 
will have done something significant. 
But that is not what has been hap-
pening. What has been happening in 
this country is a race to the bottom, 
and a rush to embrace the refrain by 
some who want to produce where it is 
cheap and sell here and run their in-
come through the Cayman Islands to 
avoid paying taxes, and they say, You 
know, we don’t want any more regula-
tions. I understand that. They want to 
avoid regulations. They want to avoid 
paying a decent wage. They want to go 

to offshore manufacturing platforms 
some place and produce little bracelets 
with little hearts that are made with 99 
percent lead to ship into this country. 
That doesn’t work. It won’t work any-
more. Somehow, as a country, we have 
to find a way to stop it. 

My colleague Senator DURBIN has a 
piece of legislation on the safety of 
food imports, which I am working on 
with him. I have also described the 
sweatshop labor bill I have introduced, 
and it is a bipartisan bill, and my hope 
is we can move and begin to address 
these issues. 

I know there are others who are 
going to want to speak in morning 
business, and as soon as they come I 
will discontinue mine, but I do want to 
make a couple of other points about 
this country’s economy. 

When one looks at the last century 
or so, we created a place that is pretty 
unusual on this Earth and we did that 
because we cared about American 
workers, and we created a manufac-
turing base that was the strongest in 
the world. You cannot long remain a 
world economic power without a first- 
rate manufacturing base, and we are 
now seeing that some don’t care about 
a manufacturing base. Let’s outsource 
to wherever we can find the cheapest 
labor. Let’s outsource to not only 
where we can find the cheapest labor, 
but also where we can combine that 
with the lack of regulations. We can 
allow that to exist in circumstances 
where those who produce and pump 
chemicals into the air, chemicals into 
the water. Well, the problem with that 
is you are not only confronted with 
what is called ‘‘the China price,’’ the 
China price with respect to goods—you 
have to compete with the China price— 
you also now understand the term ‘‘the 
China haze,’’ because we are breathing 
pollutants that come from China. We 
all live in the same fishbowl. Things we 
long ago abandoned in this country be-
cause we understand it causes cancer, 
causes terrible danger to human 
health, we are now breathing again in 
this country because of a phenomenon 
called the China haze. 

I know I have described China at 
some length today. It is not only China 
we need to be concerned about with re-
spect to what are fair rules and fair re-
quirements with respect to our partici-
pation in the global economy. But I 
don’t think we should any longer ig-
nore the consequences about what we 
read in the paper this morning: the re-
call of hundreds of thousands of addi-
tional toys that are shipped into this 
country to be sold on store shelves and 
to be played with by American children 
when, in fact, they contain amounts of 
lead that are harmful or dangerous to 
our children. We can’t ignore that. 

I congratulate the companies that 
are recalling those products, but we 
shouldn’t have had a reason to recall 
them in the first place. They should 
have been produced under conditions 
that we would have known in this 
country to be safe, that represent the 
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standards we long ago have required in 
this country. That has not been the 
case, and I think that because it is not 
the case, it raises a great many ques-
tions. I also, as I indicated earlier, be-
lieve at the very time we are seeing all 
of these products coming into this 
country that can cause serious prob-
lems for human health, at the very 
time we see that, to see this adminis-
tration decide to retract on those 
issues and begin to actually inspect 
fewer rather than more products, at a 
time when we are inspecting only 1 per-
cent of all of that which comes in, I 
think that is a serious step in exactly 
the wrong direction. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
make a point of order that a quorum is 
not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

IRAQ 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the situation in Iraq 
and the continuing efforts of this ad-
ministration to paint a rosy picture 
and to cling to straws when the situa-
tion on the ground and common sense 
suggest just the opposite. 

Some have argued that the surge in 
Iraq is working, but all you have to do 
is look at the facts to know that is not 
the case. The President went to Anbar 
Province, which at the moment he is 
touting as a place of success, but we all 
know what is happening in Iraq. Many 
other provinces are in terrible shape. 
In Iraq, in a certain sense, when you 
push on one end of the balloon and 
make things a little better, something 
pops out at another end. 

The fallacy of the President’s new 
policy is amazing. Are we placing our 
faith in the future of Iraq in the hands 
of some warlords, some tribal leaders 
who at the moment dislike al-Qaida 
more than they dislike us? Make no 
mistake about it: They are no friends 
of Americans. Is this the vaunted clar-
ion cry for democracy in the Middle 
East that the President announced 
when he started the buildup in Iraq? 
Obviously not. This is a policy of last 
resort. This is a policy of desperation. 
To say at the moment that some war-
lords in one province in Iraq happen to 
be shooting at al-Qaida when 6 months 
from now they could easily turn 
around and resume shooting at Ameri-
cans, which they did in the past, is 
nothing to base a policy on. What kind 
of policy is it? What are the odds that 
6 months from now, the fragile and per-
ilous situation in Anbar will reverse 
itself and collapse? We have heard of 
success stories every 6 or 8 months: 
This province, this town, this city— 
they are clear, they are safe. Then, be-

cause of the basic facts on the ground, 
we revert to the old situation. 

Let me be clear. The violence in 
Anbar has gone down despite the surge, 
not because of the surge. The inability 
of American soldiers to protect these 
tribes from al-Qaida said to these 
tribes: we have to fight al-Qaida our-
selves. It wasn’t that the surge brought 
peace here; it was that the warlords 
took peace here, created a temporary 
peace here, and that is because there 
was no one else there protecting them. 

As I said, we have heard about suc-
cesses in the past. They are temporary. 
They are not based on any permanent 
structural change or any permanent 
change in the views of Iraqi citizens. 
We have heard about success in Bagh-
dad. We have heard about success in 
Fallujah. We have heard about success 
in this province and that province, and 
it vanishes like the wind. So now, at a 
time when the people of America are 
crying out for a change in course, are 
some going to base a temporary situa-
tion in one province—Anbar—based on 
a few warlords who don’t believe in de-
mocracy and who don’t like America, 
as a way to continue the present mis-
guided policy? It makes no sense. 

It makes no sense because the fun-
damentals in Iraq stay the same. There 
is no central government that has any 
viability. The Shiites, the Kurds, and 
the Sunnis dislike one another far 
more than they like or want any cen-
tral government, and these two facts 
doom the administration’s policy to 
failure. Only 7 or 8 months ago when 
the President began the surge, he said 
it was to give the present Government 
breathing room, to strengthen the 
Maliki government. Today, we have 
more troops, more military patrols, 
more death, and the Iraqi Government 
grows weaker. How can we regard the 
Bush-Petraeus surge as a success when 
its central goal—to strengthen the 
Government—has failed? Again, more 
troops, more American deaths this 
summer than any other, and yet the 
Government is weaker, when the very 
purpose of the surge was to strengthen 
the Government and, in the President’s 
words, to give it breathing room. By 
the President’s own words, the Govern-
ment is suffocating while the surge 
goes on. It doesn’t have breathing 
room. 

Why isn’t it apparent to the Presi-
dent? Why isn’t it apparent to my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
that the stated goal of the surge is fail-
ing? Strengthening the central govern-
ment has not happened. As the surge 
and the number of troops goes up, the 
strength of the central government 
goes down. That equation says failure 
in the Bush-Petraeus surge. 

The goal is not a military goal. In 
the President’s own words, it is to give 
the Government of Iraq greater sta-
bility, greater breathing room, and 
that Government, by just about every 
standard, is worse off than it was be-
fore. Again, because a few warlords and 
tribal leaders are now temporarily on 

our side for the moment, even though 
they are not loyal to us, they don’t 
like us and they dislike the central 
government, that is why we should 
continue the present course in Iraq? It 
makes no sense. 

Then those on the other side of the 
President say, give us a chance; you 
are already declaring defeat. If this 
were 2003 or 2004 or 2005 or maybe even 
2006, maybe those words would have 
some resonance with the American 
people. But there has been new plan 
after new plan, new hope after new 
hope, and they all are dashed within 
months. Why? Why? Again, because the 
fundamentals on the ground don’t 
change. The Kurds, the Shiites, the 
Sunnis dislike one another more than 
they like any central government. 

If you look at the benchmarks, they 
show that. The independent GAO re-
port showed little progress being made 
in meeting the 18 military and political 
benchmarks set out by Congress. The 
draft report from last week showed 
only three of the benchmarks had been 
met. However, over the weekend, the 
Pentagon revised the report and now 
miraculously an additional four bench-
marks were ‘‘partially met.’’ Despite 
the apparent efforts by the Pentagon 
to edit this independent report, it will 
sadly take much more than a red pen 
to correct the failures of the Presi-
dent’s Iraq policy. 

So the surge, by the President’s own 
stated goal, has failed. The central gov-
ernment is weaker. The fundamentals 
on the ground continue to deteriorate. 
There continues to be no loyalty to a 
central government in Iraq and no loy-
alty to Maliki, who seems to almost 
revel in his incompetence. The bottom 
line is very simple: We are worse off, 
not better off, not even the same, in 
Iraq today than we were 6 months ago. 
The position of America, the position 
of democracy, the position of stability, 
continues to erode. 

If there was ever a need for a change 
of course in Iraq, it is now. I plead with 
my colleagues from the other side of 
the aisle. You know we have to change 
course. The President has thrown you 
this magical sort of temporary solu-
tion—Anbar Province. Don’t be fooled. 
It is no different than Fallujah was a 
few years ago, or Baghdad, or all of 
these other ‘‘successes.’’ They are not 
successes because the facts on the 
ground are the same. 

The American people—three-quar-
ters—cry out for a change of course in 
Iraq. The President doesn’t hear them. 
The President doesn’t look at the facts 
on the ground. The very same fallacies 
that led us into this war—that there 
were weapons of mass destruction and 
Iraq was at the center of a nexus of ter-
rorism—are now blinding my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
from changing course in Iraq—the 
same types of false statements and pre-
tenses. It is time to change course for 
the sake of the soldiers who are val-
iantly defending us; for the sake of 
moving on and having America focus 
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on other international problems and 
not have them be exacerbated by the 
war in Iraq; for the sake of the $500 bil-
lion to $600 billion we spent that could 
be spent here on education and health 
care and infrastructure; for the sake, 
ultimately, of the greatness of this 
great country of ours, we must change 
course in Iraq. We must do it now. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois is recognized. 
f 

DEFECTIVE PRODUCTS FROM 
CHINA 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, over the 
August recess, my wife and I were in-
vited to a friend’s house for a barbeque. 
A number of young couples were there 
with their toddlers. It was a lot of fun 
watching these kids take their first 
steps and laughing as they played with 
one another. One of the fathers turned 
to me during the course of the bar-
becue and said, ‘‘Well, it looks like it is 
going to be a Christmas without toys; 
there is nothing safe that we can buy 
anymore.’’ I thought to myself that 
many of the headlines that occupy our 
attention here in the Congress are 
headlines ordinary families are not 
watching closely. But when it comes to 
something as basic as the toys they 
buy for their kids and whether they are 
safe, a lot of families are tuned in. 

All across America, there is a grow-
ing concern. What this father said to 
me was, ‘‘Dick, I thought if they put 
the stuff on the shelf, it had to be safe, 
right?’’ I wish I could answer yes. The 
honest answer is no. What is put on the 
shelf across America isn’t necessarily 
safe. We are learning that over and 
over again. It comes down to some 
basic concepts of whether Government 
has an important role to play when it 
comes to toys and other parts of our 
lives. We can certainly ask the people 
who live, or used to live, in New Orle-
ans, whether Government is important. 
When Hurricane Katrina hit and the 
levees broke and they lost their homes, 
families had to move hundreds of miles 
away. They understand that when Gov-
ernment fails you, as it did in New Or-
leans, life can be very difficult. Or, of 
course, you can go to Minneapolis now 
and see what is left of an interstate 
highway bridge built to Government 
standards, subject to Government in-
spection, which collapsed, killing inno-
cent people and causing havoc all 
across that great part of our Midwest. 

The same thing, unfortunately, is 
true when it comes to the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. This is a 
commission created back in the 1970s 
when people started asking hard ques-
tions about things they were buying 
and driving, whether they were safe. A 
movement started that led to passage 
of legislation creating this watchdog 
agency. There was a huge mandate we 
gave them: Make sure the things we 
put on the shelf for Americans are safe, 
that the products are not defective or 
unsafe. That may be too big a task for 
any one agency. 

Over the years, what has happened is 
that this agency, instead of growing to 
meet the challenge, has been shrinking 
as the challenge grows. Today, there 
are 401 people working at this agency, 
responsible for reviewing trillions of 
dollars worth of products made in the 
United States and imported into the 
United States to make certain they are 
safe. I am familiar a little with this 
agency because I recently became 
chairman of a subcommittee that han-
dles its appropriation. When you look 
at the amount of money we are spend-
ing there, the President asked for 
about $63 million for the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. This agen-
cy has been limping along for years 
with hardly any money being infused 
into it and very few employees being 
added to the payroll. So, as a result 
today, the 401 employees have a huge 
mandate. I am hoping, in the next ap-
propriation cycle, to improve and in-
clude additional money for this com-
mission. In fact, our full committee re-
ported $70 million, which is about a 10- 
percent or more increase in the appro-
priation for this agency. Seventy mil-
lion dollars is still not enough, but it is 
significant at a time when we are 
spending $12 billion a month in Iraq— 
$12 billion a month. Here we are argu-
ing about what is small change—what 
is lost with single-bid contractors in 
Iraq every day. We are worrying about 
whether we can come up with $10 mil-
lion for an agency that is responsible 
for the safety of products we buy. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission finds that of the defective and 
unsafe products sold to Americans, 
two-thirds of them are imported, and 
two-thirds of those come from one 
country, which is China. Over and over 
again, month after month, year after 
year, China continues to send us defec-
tive products. This isn’t a new thing. It 
reflects what is going on as the Chinese 
economy moves from the Dark Ages 
into the 21st century global economy 
and tries to accommodate differences 
in culture and taste and consumer ap-
petite around the world. So we see a lot 
of problems. The problems didn’t come 
to our attention until earlier this year. 
It is interesting how that happened. 
The first thing that caught our atten-
tion was pet food, the dog and cat food 
we were giving to our pets. Families 
across America found out it was un-
safe, and these helpless animals were 
dying. A little investigation found out 
it was traced back to a food product 
sent from China that was injected with 
the chemical called melamine for the 
purpose of making it appear to be more 
valuable. It was economic fraud. Some-
body in China put this melamine chem-
ical into this protein product to make 
more money, even though melamine is 
unfit for human or animal consump-
tion. Well, all across America, millions 
of pet owners went into a panic. They 
pulled pet foods from the shelves and 
worried about whether there was more 
in the chain and whether more animals 
were going to die. It was an interesting 

psychology there. We knew all along 
that the Chinese were sending us sus-
pect products. But at this point in time 
animal owners across America, feeling 
a special responsibility to that helpless 
pet they loved and is a member of their 
family, were up in arms. Why are we 
letting the Chinese do this, send these 
products to America? 

Then do you know what came next? 
Toothpaste. This was a good one. We 
discovered antifreeze in toothpaste 
made in China. Antifreeze. It turns out 
that they used, instead of glycerin, a 
form of glycol—close enough, I guess— 
which is a component of antifreeze. 
When the Chinese were confronted with 
toothpaste with antifreeze in it being 
sold around the world, they had an in-
genious response. They said: As we un-
derstand it, you are not supposed to 
swallow toothpaste. What a great de-
fense that was. 

Then more scandals followed. Along 
came the toy scandal, which we are in 
the middle of right now. The Chicago 
Tribune ran a lengthy series about a 
toy that caught my attention because I 
bought one for my grandson, called 
Magnetix. It is kind of cool. It looked 
like old erector sets with magnets. My 
grandson jumped on it, making elabo-
rate creations because the magnets 
stuck to one another. The tiny 
magnets were about the size of a little 
pill. If you looked at them, you might 
mistake them as something you could 
eat if you are a 1- or 2-year-old. You 
might pop them in your mouth. If you 
swallow one, no problem. If you swal-
low two, it is a big problem because the 
magnets would adhere in your intes-
tines, requiring surgery and, in some 
cases, cause death. It turned out to be 
a design flaw in the product. I know 
my kids and grandson are pretty tough 
on their toys. If you were tough on the 
Magnetix toys, these magnets would 
pop out, and toddlers, not knowing bet-
ter, would stick them in their mouths 
and swallow them like candy, not 
knowing the dire consequences that 
could follow. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission was called into the case and 
the Chicago Tribune story tells us that 
what happened was not encouraging be-
cause the laws are so weak in America, 
and the commission had to sit down 
and negotiate with the company that 
made this deadly toy on a press release 
announcing that the toy should be re-
called. The lawyers for the commission 
sat down with the lawyers for the toy 
company and got into this long battle 
about what exactly they would say in 
the press release to recall the toy. 
Meanwhile, of course, it is still being 
sold in America while the debate con-
tinues. So the laws fundamentally, 
when it comes to the protection of 
American consumers, are not strong 
enough. They don’t require the kind of 
notification of defect and danger we 
should expect as consumers. They don’t 
put the burden on the manufacturer of 
a defective product to recall it imme-
diately. They give that manufacturer 
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too much leeway when it comes to even 
taking a product off the shelf or put-
ting a warning label on the shelf. It 
turns out that with this administra-
tion, the Bush administration, they 
have appointed people to the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission who have 
been leaning more toward the makers 
of toys and products and away from 
protecting consumers. There was a gen-
tleman—a former attorney general of 
New Mexico named Harold Stratton. 
He came on and, frankly, reassured the 
National Association of Manufacturers 
that they didn’t have to worry about 
this Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion getting out of hand. He appointed 
a Mr. Mullan as the agency’s general 
counsel, who time and again seemed to 
find reasons not to recall defective 
products and give those making them a 
little more time to make more money 
off of something that may be a little 
dangerous. The commission didn’t do 
too much in terms of helping con-
sumers. 

Today, it is a commission that limps 
along because it doesn’t have the three 
commissioners it needs to operate. It 
only has two. Promulgating new rules 
and coming up with new initiatives is 
hampered because they don’t have 
enough people to do it. Had the Bush 
administration tried to fill the va-
cancy? Who did they send? A person 
who, unfortunately, had a resume that 
showed he was following on in the tra-
dition of Mr. Stratton and Mr. Mullan. 
He was a person with a background on 
the manufacturing side and not the 
consumer side. 

This is an agency for consumers that 
we have to count on. So when the ad-
ministration doesn’t fill the vacancy, 
it creates a problem in the administra-
tion. I have been disappointed by the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission 
recently. Mattel today has a third toy 
recall. They are recalling millions of 
toys because of lead paint and other 
dangers. Bob Eckert, the CEO of 
Mattel, made a special trip to meet 
with me in Chicago over the break. I 
respect him. He understands that if his 
company is going to succeed, parents 
have to trust the products they buy 
with the name Mattel on the box. He 
gave me his assurance—proven by to-
day’s press release—that they are 
going to pull every unsafe and dan-
gerous toy off of the shelf that his com-
pany had anything to do with. 

You might ask yourself, why do we 
have lead paint coming in on toys from 
China? Let’s get down to basics. It is 
not because lead paint is cheaper in 
China. No. It is because the workers 
who are making the toys are paid 
about $75 or $80 a month. It is because 
those workers have no idea what those 
toys are all about. They never see 
these in the world they live in. They 
don’t have any idea what America is 
about. They may not have any concept 
of what we consider to be safe and 
healthy. They are being told to make 
this toy, paint it, and move it down the 
line. The companies have a responsi-

bility to watch these workers and have 
certain standards, but the bottom line 
is this: When we go to the lowest cost 
workers in the world to make our prod-
ucts, we should not be surprised when 
oftentimes those products are unsafe, 
unhealthy, and defective. With the Chi-
nese, the list of products they send to 
us that are unsafe goes far beyond 
those that are the jurisdiction of the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
looks at food products, such as pet food 
and other food products, imported from 
all over the world, and each month 
they report to Americans which coun-
tries are sending the most dangerous 
food products to America. Guess which 
country ranks No. 1 or No. 2 every sin-
gle month? China. Same issue. Time 
and again, we find that the Chinese are 
not living up to standards we expect in 
America. 

When I think back to this barbecue I 
attended, most American families 
think the Senate and the House, Con-
gress and the President are protecting 
them, that we are doing our job. When 
1 out of every 100 shipments coming 
into this country is inspected, when we 
have some ports where the volume of 
imports overwhelm the one or two in-
spectors on the job, then, frankly, we 
are not keeping faith with the Amer-
ican people, and that is the reality. 

I say to my colleagues in the Senate 
that we have voted for expanding glob-
al trade, and I think we must. America 
cannot get rich doing business just 
among ourselves and doing one an-
other’s laundry, but we never voted to 
compromise the health and safety of 
American families, and we shouldn’t 
now. 

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission has to accept its responsibility 
to be more forward thinking, to use 
their statutory authority to protect 
people, particularly children. Families 
who walk into toy stores in America 
should not have to play Chinese rou-
lette when they are buying toys for 
Christmas, and that is the reality 
today. It is time for the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to use 
their statutory authority effectively. 
It is time for the President to fill the 
vacancy on that Commission with a 
person who is truly a consumer advo-
cate. It is time for Congress to put the 
resources into the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission so it can start 
doing the job it promised it would do 
when it was created almost 40 years 
ago. Until then, we are going to have 
to rely on importers, manufacturers, 
and retailers in America to restore the 
confidence of American families in the 
toys they will buy for this holiday sea-
son. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Morning business is now 
closed. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 2642, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 2642) making appropriations 

for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am 

pleased to resume consideration of the 
fiscal year 2008 Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies 
appropriations bill. 

To recap the essentials which I dis-
cussed yesterday, the bill provides 
$109.2 billion in funding, including $44.5 
billion in mandatory spending and $43 
billion in discretionary funding for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. Over-
all discretionary funding in the bill to-
tals $64.7 billion. That is a $4 billion in-
crease over the President’s budget re-
quest. Most of the increased funding is 
targeted at expanding and improving 
veterans health care, which is an essen-
tial requirement for our obligation to 
the veterans, and also it recognizes 
that as generations of veterans are 
aging, those veterans from Korea and 
World War II and the Vietnam conflict, 
we also have a new era of veterans 
from Afghanistan and Iraq, and this 
money is essential. 

This bill represents a landmark com-
mitment to our troops and their fami-
lies and our Nation’s veterans by in-
vesting in urgently needed military 
construction projects and in expanding 
health care services to our veterans. 

For the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, the bill includes $29 billion for di-
rect medical services for veterans. This 
level of funding is equal to the amount 
requested by the veterans service orga-
nizations in the independent budget. 
Each year, our veterans service organi-
zations prepare an independent budget, 
not based upon what the administra-
tion thinks they can afford but what 
veterans need. This is one of the few 
times we have been able to meet that 
objective of the veterans service orga-
nizations within their independent 
budget. It will allow the Department to 
increase its resources for both physical 
and mental health care for veterans, 
and it will give the Department the re-
sources it needs to expand research and 
treatment of traumatic brain injury 
and post-traumatic stress disorders. At 
a time when scores of veterans are re-
turning from the wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan with these often invisible 
wounds, this increased funding in this 
regard is urgently needed. It has been 
estimated that perhaps 30 percent of 
those who have served in Iraq or Af-
ghanistan have received either trau-
matic brain injuries or have post-trau-
matic stress or both, and we have to be 
able to respond to those concerns. 

The bill also includes needed funding 
for military construction of facilities 
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and housing for our troops and their 
families. We are a nation at war, and 
our military forces need the best pos-
sible facilities to work, train, and to 
hone their skills, and their families 
need the best possible housing and 
quality-of-life facilities, such as chap-
els and childcare centers, to see them 
through the strain and hardship of re-
peated and lengthy deployments. 

As I have said before, this bill is sup-
ported by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs and the veterans service organi-
zations. The President, in his State-
ment of Administration Policy re-
leased yesterday, signaled his intention 
to sign the bill as reported out of the 
committee, and I hope that intention is 
carried through. 

There is no reason the Senate cannot 
complete work on this bill at a reason-
able hour today. In fact, I have spoken 
with the majority leader, and he has 
indicated to me that it is his desire to 
move this bill today, to complete work 
on it today, and to be able to have a 
vote on final passage we hope some-
time today. I urge my colleagues, if 
they have amendments they wish to 
offer, to bring them to the floor as soon 
as possible. It takes a long time to deal 
with some of these issues, to vet them, 
to clear the amendments, and the slow-
er the amendments are presented to us, 
the longer it will take to complete ac-
tion on this bill. But the majority lead-
er is committed to finishing this bill 
today, and I share that commitment. 
The Senate cannot afford to drag its 
feet on this bill. Our men and women in 
uniform, our Nation’s veterans are de-
pending on us to provide the resources 
they so urgently need. I urge my col-
leagues to move quickly to pass this 
bill. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, like so many con-
flicts before, our servicemembers have 
done absolutely everything that has 
been asked of them. They have an-
swered the President’s call to war with 
honor and a sense of duty we have 
come to expect from our Nation’s brav-
est men and women. They have per-
formed under enormous pressure in the 
middle of a civil war, they have left be-
hind loved ones who count on them, 
and they have continued to put their 
lives on the line every day. 

Unfortunately, at home, their com-
mitment to service has not been met 
yet by an administration that is com-
mitted to care for them. From poor 
conditions at VA facilities around the 
country, lack of PTSD counselors, ben-
efits claims backlogs that keep our 
veterans waiting for months and 

months and months and sometimes 
years, it is very clear that so far this 
administration has failed to account 
for our Nation’s veterans and to count 
them as a cost of this war. It is unac-
ceptable that servicemembers who 
fought overseas are returning home 
and being forced to fight their own 
Government for the care and services 
they need. 

Today, with the bill that is in front 
of us, the VA bill, we take a major step 
toward reversing that trend and the 
Bush administration’s failure to care 
for our heroes. The funding for our vet-
erans included in the VA bill is more 
than $3.6 billion over the President’s 
request. After years of cutting corners 
on caring for our heroes, we are finally 
putting forth an honest assessment of 
what these men and women need. 

This bill takes into account the addi-
tional strains on the VA system that 
simultaneous wars and new battlefield 
realities present. It is an investment 
that represents nearly all of the inde-
pendent budget, which is the rec-
ommendation of the funds needed to 
care for our veterans and is compiled 
by our veterans service organization. 

This bill invests in improving health 
care, expanding mental health services, 
and constructing new facilities that 
are really needed. It is going to mean, 
when this bill is passed and signed by 
the President, more qualified health 
care workers, better prosthetics that 
our servicemembers are asking for, and 
more accessible veterans facilities. It 
is also going to mean, importantly, 
thousands of new VA case workers who 
will help us reduce that unacceptable 
delay that we have heard about from so 
many of our veterans when they come 
home and try to access their benefits. 

It will improve conditions at our VA 
facilities. It will add an increased in-
vestment in polytrauma and mental 
health care facilities that will dras-
tically improve treatment for PTSD 
and traumatic brain injury and cata-
strophic injuries as well. Most of all, 
this bill means after years of neglect 
our Government is again going to 
honor our veterans’ sacrifices. 

This bill and all it provides could not 
come at a more crucial time. As a 
member myself of both the appropria-
tions subcommittee that is responsible 
for this bill and the Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, I have heard nu-
merous times firsthand about the VA’s 
shortcomings in caring for our vet-
erans. In fact, last month on the Au-
gust break I held a Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs field hearing in Takoma, WA, 
to specifically examine the challenges 
that men and women are facing when 
they come home. At that hearing I 
spoke with Brandon Jacobs. He is a 
veteran of the Army and National 
Guard, and he served in Iraq. He said a 
lot more has to be done to raise aware-
ness of post-traumatic stress syndrome 
and combat-related stresses. He talked 
about how we needed to not only in-
crease access for him and his fellow 
servicemembers, but also for the fami-

lies that struggle when a loved one re-
turns home with an invisible wound. 

I also heard from a young man, Dan 
Purcell. He is an Iraq veteran who said 
he didn’t ‘‘want to be treated as a tool 
that could be casually discarded when 
broken or found to be no longer use-
ful.’’ What a tragic statement from 
someone who served us overseas, that 
when he comes home he feels like a dis-
carded tool because he has been bro-
ken. That is not how we should be 
treating our veterans, and that is not 
how this VA/HUD bill treats our vet-
erans. 

This bill that is before us finally 
takes the important steps that are nec-
essary to recognize Brandon and Dan 
and so many others who are part of the 
costs of this war. We also have to make 
sure our troops are ready and that they 
receive the training they need before 
we send them overseas. I am very 
pleased that within this bill, the mili-
tary construction investments that are 
made will help our country do a better 
job in training the men and women we 
asked to serve us in our military. In 
my home State of Washington, our 
military facilities play a very impor-
tant role in our Nation’s security. We 
have Fort Lewis in Tacoma, where we 
are training the Stryker Brigades at 
the center of the fighting in Iraq, we 
have Fairchild Air Force Base in Spo-
kane that plays a major role in our air 
defense, and we have the Naval Air 
Station Whidbey Island that helps pa-
trol the Pacific shores. It is extremely 
critical that these bases, which serve 
such vital roles, receive the funding 
they need. 

The bill that is in front of us today 
does just that and provides more than 
$635 million in improvements for Wash-
ington State military installations. I 
thank Senators REED and HUTCHISON 
for their special attention and recogni-
tion of the needs of our bases in my 
home State of Washington and across 
the country. Their leadership on this 
bill has been outstanding. 

I know the chair and ranking mem-
ber will be on the Senate floor through-
out today. The leader has told us that 
he wants this bill finished by this 
evening. I urge all Members who have 
any amendments to come this after-
noon to get their amendments offered 
because we do have to wrap up this bill. 
We are very aware of the timelines 
that are approaching, the very short 
amount of time that is left to get our 
numerous appropriations bills through. 
We intend to move them through. In 
order to do that we ask Members to 
come to the floor today, offer their 
amendments, let’s work through them 
and get this bill passed so we can get it 
sent to the President. 

It is important to pass this bill be-
cause this bill recognizes that any time 
we invest in building our military and 
improving training for our troops we 
invest in their care. I remind my col-
leagues what George Washington fa-
mously observed one time: 

The willingness with which our young peo-
ple are likely to serve in any way war, no 
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matter how justified, shall be directly pro-
portional to how they perceive the veterans 
of earlier wars were treated and appreciated 
by their country. 

The bill in front of us reverses Presi-
dent Bush’s failures and carries 
through on the commitment that our 
very first President discussed. It keeps 
our military strong by honoring the 
sacrifices of our heroes with the fund-
ing that meets their needs. 

I note this bill has been endorsed by 
the Disabled Americans, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, American Legion, Para-
lyzed Veterans of America, AMVETS, 
and the Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans 
of America, among many other vet-
erans service organizations that take 
so much time out of their own lives to 
fight for our veterans and recognize the 
critical funding for this bill. 

I note an AP article from this morn-
ing that says the Secretary of the VA, 
Secretary Nickolson, has said in a let-
ter to key lawmakers they do not need 
additional funding, they just need this 
bill passed. I note we have heard that 
song before, and that song was wrong. 

We have to do the right thing. This 
bill is critical. The additional funding 
in this bill, I think every Member 
knows is needed. Every one of us has 
been out there and talked to the men 
and women who have come home from 
Iraq, to their families, and heard from 
PTSD counselors on down the line who 
have visited facilities or Walter Reed 
or seen facilities in their own States. 
They know this funding is needed. I en-
courage my colleagues to come to the 
Senate floor, offer their amendments, 
get this bill expeditiously to con-
ference and sent to the President. I en-
courage the President and Secretary 
not to challenge us on the need for 
funding but to do the right thing; rec-
ognize the care of our service men and 
women is part of the cost of war. It is 
an obligation we have to meet. 

We are meeting it with this bill, and 
I hope we can get it done quickly so 
our veterans, many men and women 
who have served us, will know this 
country is doing right by them. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

H.R. 327 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I want-

ed to spend a few minutes noting some 
things in the press about H.R. 327 and 
my hold on that bill. This is a bill 
which is very well intended. It is to 
help prevent suicide among our vet-
erans. 

I have been in the medical field since 
1978—1979, that is. Approximately 6 to 
10 percent of my practice has been as-
sociated with depression, treating clin-
ical depression, suicidal ideation, post- 

traumatic stress disorder, and other 
issues. 

We need to offer our veterans what-
ever we can offer them in terms of 
helping them deal with what they have 
been through and also helping our vet-
erans who have no connection with 
their war experience in terms of treat-
ment of depression. 

Our veterans have the right to expect 
the legislation we craft to deliver on 
good intentions. H.R. 327, frankly, does 
not do that. One of the serious flaws 
with H.R. 327 is that every veteran is 
preconditioned with a mental status 
exam. So if you are a World War II vet 
and you have a sore throat and you go 
to the VA clinic in Muskogee, under 327 
you have to undergo a thorough mental 
status exam before you can have your 
sore throat treated. That is Congress 
hitting a gnat with a cinder block. It is 
wasteful of our dollars. It portends to 
have Congress practicing medicine, 
when, in fact, we do not know how to 
practice medicine, and you cannot. 

What this bill sets up is that Con-
gress is going to mandate the doctor- 
patient relationship or the patient-PA 
or the patient-nurse practitioner or the 
patient-social service or licensed med-
ical social service masters. What we 
have decided is to interject, because of 
the tragedies that we have seen in the 
last couple of years, a mandated form 
of treating suicide, depression, and risk 
of harm. 

I have reached out to Senator HARKIN 
on this bill. I offered to make some 
simple changes. We were rebuffed. 
Then what we saw in the press is that 
I wanted to hold this only because of 
how somebody might not be able to 
have their second amendment rights 
guaranteed. That is hardly the situa-
tion at all. What I really am holding 
this bill for is because, first of all, it is 
bad medicine. No. 2, it duplicates and 
mandates things we should not be 
doing. It takes away from the profes-
sions within the VA who know what 
they are doing. It steps on and it inter-
rupts what the VA is already imple-
menting to a good extent and to a 
great degree. 

There is another very serious concern 
with this, which is that it mandates 
the tracking of veterans who have 
mental health issues. The vast major-
ity of our veterans do not have mental 
health issues, but the assumption 
under this bill is they all have to be 
screened for it. That would be like me, 
with every patient that I ever see in 
my practice, the first thing I have to 
do is make sure, because they were in 
the military, that they do not have 
some type of mental health disturb-
ance coming back. It is insulting to our 
military men and women who have 
given their lives, given their blood, 
given their time, given their honor, 
and given their sacrifice to assume 
they cannot do that without having 
some disruption in their capability to 
function in this society. So it is highly 
insulting to the vast majority of our 
veterans. 

Now, the question is, How do we solve 
the problem of depression and post- 
traumatic stress disorder that leads to 
suicidal thought, ideation, and behav-
ior? That is what we ought to be doing. 
And what we are doing is creating a set 
of circumstances that may have an im-
pact probably not any greater than 
what the VA is doing now but will, in 
fact, take away great resources from 
other mental health issues as well as 
other health issues within the VA. 

Let me give you some statistics, if I 
may. The VA is 3 years into a mental 
health strategic plan that has been 
markedly successful in improving the 
quality of care and ensuring that high- 
risk factors such as suicidal ideation 
are considered when veterans are as-
sessed or impact or enter the VA sys-
tem. The VA has suicide prevention co-
ordinators in every VA facility in this 
country. They have a hotline 24/7. They 
have hired over 3,000 mental health 
staffers just since the end of 2005. So 
they have recognized what was the 
problem. They are responding to it. 
They have two suicide prevention cen-
ters of excellence that are geared up 
and working on the very specific issues 
associated with our military and post- 
traumatic stress disorder from combat. 

Between 2002 and 2007, the VA spent 
21⁄2 times the percentage of their budg-
et as we spend in all other health care 
on mental health. So they are already 
addressing the issue. 

The other thing that is disturbing is 
this tracking of what they will do. 
They are not going to be tracking the 
data, they are going to be tracking in-
dividual veterans under this bill. That 
violates their own civil liberties. If, in 
fact, you have encountered the VA and 
because you were screened, not of your 
choice and not because you had signs 
or symptoms, because of that, that be-
comes a part of your record. You auto-
matically are limited in lots of things 
that you cannot do in this country be-
cause you served your country. Now 
you have a mental health screening, an 
indication on your VA chart that 
would forbid you from becoming a po-
lice officer, an airline pilot, or an EMS, 
many other professions within this 
country. The idea that we are going to 
track individual veterans and their 
mental health status rather than the 
data—this bill specifically states that 
we are going to track the veterans, not 
the data—is wrong. 

Finally, this bill sets out a peer 
counseling provision that has already 
been proven in the literature to not be 
effective. Yet it is mandated in this 
bill. So what this bill is about is the 
Senate practicing medicine and man-
dating ways to do things that the VA 
itself has already started. It is 3 years 
into a program of which they are using 
experts in the field to guide them, and 
we are using emotion and response. 

I am going to continue to hold this 
bill until we work on the issues to 
guarantee freedom of veterans in terms 
of tracking of their data and them indi-
vidually, in terms of securing the data 
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about them—the VA has had two seri-
ous leaks on veterans health care data 
in the last 7 years—and also working to 
make sure we use a mental status 
exam when it is indicated and not cre-
ate a system that is an affront to all 
the people who have served the coun-
try. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, at 12:31 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 2:16 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Acting 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RETURN OF SENATOR TIM 
JOHNSON 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I rise this 
afternoon to join my colleagues in wel-
coming a colleague and a friend, Sen-
ator TIM JOHNSON, back to the Senate. 

Senator JOHNSON’s return today to 
this illustrious Chamber marks an in-
credible journey that took him from 
normal daily life, to near death, to a 
remarkable recovery. 

For the last 8 months, people from 
all walks of life, both Democrats and 
Republicans, have approached me 
wanting to know how Senator JOHNSON 
was doing, and nearly every single one 
of those individuals told me they were 
praying for him. 

Shortly after this happened, I was 
traveling in Iraq and Afghanistan and I 
ran into military personnel, members 
of the diplomatic corps, other civilians, 
all asking how Senator JOHNSON was 
doing, all offering up their prayers and 
support. 

I happen to believe it was those pray-
ers from across South Dakota, across 
the United States, and from around the 
world that brought Senator JOHNSON 
back from his life-threatening condi-
tion. 

Since being released from the hos-
pital, Senator JOHNSON has learned 
how to walk and talk again. His doc-
tors have been amazed at his progress. 
For some of us, it is no surprise. Hav-
ing faced him in a closely fought cam-
paign, I know how tough this man is. 
After all, Senator JOHNSON has a strong 
Scandinavian background, something 
we both share. Without question, today 
marks an important milestone in Sen-
ator JOHNSON’s recovery. 

Many of us will never know the 
struggles Senator JOHNSON and his 

family have been through. In fact, 
most of us take for granted our health, 
and we take for granted our time with 
family and friends, birthdays and holi-
days. 

For me, Senator JOHNSON’s experi-
ence has made me pause and appreciate 
the little things that make life so pre-
cious. Senator JOHNSON turned 60 in 
December, and the party, obviously, 
had to be delayed. Upon returning to 
South Dakota last week, Senator JOHN-
SON and his family celebrated both his 
60th birthday and Christmas. I am 
guessing it was his best birthday and 
Christmas ever. 

While Senator JOHNSON and I come 
from different political backgrounds, 
we have worked to put our differences 
aside as we represent the people of 
South Dakota. In fact, since I was 
elected to the Senate in 2004, we have 
worked closely on a number of issues of 
importance to South Dakota—every-
thing from a highway bill, to an energy 
bill, to drought relief, water projects, 
and, of course, saving Ellsworth Air 
Force Base from closure under the 
BRAC process. 

I firmly believe that because he and I 
worked to put our differences aside, 
our offices were able to coordinate eas-
ily to serve the State of South Dakota 
during his hospitalization and recov-
ery. 

The Senate is a very close-knit body, 
and it is noticeable when a Senator is 
absent for any length of time. Today, 
however, that absence no longer exists. 
By the grace of God, through the pray-
ers of thousands upon thousands of 
Americans, by the support of an amaz-
ing wife Barbara and family, and net-
work of friends, and by his sheer will 
and determination, Senator JOHNSON is 
back. 

TIM, I know today means a great deal 
to you and to your family, and it is 
good to see you back in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of S. Res. 306, which 
was submitted earlier today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the resolu-
tion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 306) concerning the 

return of Senator Tim Johnson: 

Whereas Tim Johnson is returning to the 
United States Senate after an absence to re-
cuperate from an intracranial hemorrhage 
suffered on December 13, 2006: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That, as Senator Tim Johnson re-
turns to the Senate, his fellow Members of 
the Senate extend their warmest welcome 
and express their personal happiness at his 
return, and offer their very best wishes for 
his continued good health. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 306) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
Mr. THUNE. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent. 
(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from South Dakota 
is recognized. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, thank 
you. It sure does feel good to be back 
here again. 

I wish to thank Senators THUNE, 
REID, and MCCONNELL, as well as all my 
colleagues, for their warm welcome 
back. In so many ways, the words and 
prayers from you and your spouses, on 
both sides of the aisle, supported both 
Barbara and me and gave us strength. 
You will never know what that meant 
to us. 

I also wish to thank Representative 
HERSETH SANDLIN for her incredible 
support throughout these tough times. 

The MILCON appropriations bill is 
now on the floor, and I must also thank 
Senator JACK REED for working with 
my staff and for his leadership on the 
bill. 

Before I get too far along in my re-
marks, it must already be clear to you 
that my speech is not 100 percent. My 
doctors tell me it will get there. 

But my thoughts are clear and my 
mind is sharp, and I am here to be a 
voice for South Dakota in the Senate. 
With patience, persistence, and faith I 
have come back, and my will to keep 
fighting for South Dakota is strong. 

My ability to think is paramount, so 
I hope now, as I return to my office, 
people focus on my work more than 
how quickly I walk these days. 

Last week, I went home to South Da-
kota. Today, I come home to the Sen-
ate. 

This has been a long and humbling 
journey—a journey that has taken 
longer than some people have liked, 
and I count myself among them. 

But I return to work today to this 
great body with a renewed spirit and a 
sharper focus. I better appreciate today 
what individuals and families go 
through when they face crippling hard-
ship—whether that hardship be the 
consequence of catastrophic health 
issues, economic hardship, or lack of 
an opportunity to reach one’s full po-
tential in life. I believe I have been 
given a second chance at life. I vow to 
take that second chance and work 
harder than ever to be the best I can be 
for my State and for my Nation; to be 
a voice for those individuals and fami-
lies who so often are ignored or forgot-
ten; and to fight to live up to the ideals 
that have made this Nation great. That 
is my focus and that is my commit-
ment to my constituents back home in 
South Dakota and to the people of this 
great Nation, and to my colleagues 
here in Washington. 

It has been the greatest honor of my 
life to stand for and by the people of 
South Dakota. I cannot thank them, as 
well as the Members of this Chamber, 
enough for your patience and support. 
Today, my work begins anew. I relish 
the task. It is great to be home. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:30 Sep 06, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G05SE6.018 S05SEPT1ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

61
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES11096 September 5, 2007 
Thank you and, Mr. President, I yield 

the floor. 
(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before my 
Republican colleagues leave the floor, I 
want to repeat what I said this morn-
ing when the Senate opened—the only 
person here was Senator MCCONNELL— 
and that is what the Republicans have 
done during the illness of Senator 
JOHNSON has been exemplary. There 
have been occasions when, for partisan 
advantage, the minority could have 
taken advantage of the majority as a 
result of TIM being incapacitated. That 
was never done, even though there 
were opportunities to do that. As I said 
this morning, I personally appreciate 
that. I know the Johnson family does. 
More importantly, Mr. President, the 
American people do. This is the Senate, 
and I will always remember during the 
past 8 months as we have waited for 
TIM to return how—I repeat—the Re-
publicans never once tried to take ad-
vantage of his illness. Thank you very 
much. 

(Applause.) 
Mr. President, TIM JOHNSON is a 

fourth generation South Dakotan. I 
want to underline the fact that JOHN 
THUNE and TIM JOHNSON remind me of 
HARRY REID and JOHN ENSIGN, because 
we too had a very difficult race for the 
Senate, and it ended up very similar to 
the THUNE-JOHNSON race. But we have 
set those differences aside and now are 
friends. Above all, I say to my friend 
JOHN THUNE, I admire and appreciate 
what you have done in helping TIM in 
his absence and for being the person 
who would not allow anything to be 
done that would in any way harm TIM 
JOHNSON on a partisan basis. Thank 
you very much, JOHN. 

I have learned a lot about TIM JOHN-
SON in the past 8 months. I know he 
went to school at the University of 
South Dakota, that it is there he met 
Barbara, his wife. It is in a town called 
Vermillion that he started his law 
practice, and it is there that he saw 
success in the legal field. He served 4 
years, starting in 1982, in the House of 
Representatives in the State of South 
Dakota. He has received many awards: 
Outstanding Citizen of the State of 
South Dakota, first recipient of the 
Billy Sutton Award for legislative 
achievement. He was elected to the 
House in 1986. During that year he was 
responsible for passing more legisla-
tion than any of the other 50 first-term 
Members. 

He has now been in the Senate doing 
outstanding work. I noticed on his re-
sume, of course, he listed the Appro-
priations Committee, the Budget Com-
mittee, the Banking Committee, the 
Energy Committee, the Indian Affairs 
Committee, but he left off the Ethics 
Committee. He was chosen on that 
committee to be the chair of that com-
mittee, because he is the example of an 
ethical, honest legislator and person. 

TIM and Barbara still have their 
home in Vermilion, but I have gotten 
to know that family so well. Brooks 
served and is serving in the U.S. Army, 
having been a combat veteran in Bos-
nia, Kosovo, Afghanistan, and Iraq. He 
is now an Army recruiter. Brendan is a 
lawyer and has a law practice and is 
doing excellent work. Kelsey and I— 
during her father’s illness—spent lots 
of time together, especially waiting for 
her brothers to come. It took a couple 
of days for them to get here from 
around the country, as air travel out of 
South Dakota is not that easy. 

As you proceed through life, you find 
people that you have such admiration 
for. Of course, we all admire TIM. But 
there is a person in this Chamber—and 
I know the Senate rules. We are not to 
refer to people in this Chamber, but I 
hope people will forgive me today in 
recognizing someone I will never for-
get, and that is his loving wife Bar-
bara. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
I think Barbara and I will never for-

get—TIM was unconscious at the time— 
the first night TIM got sick. The reason 
I mention this is there was a doctor— 
and I don’t want to in any way embar-
rass TIM or his family, but I think the 
man deserves recognition. I was asked 
to be with Barbara, and I was happy to 
be there with the children coming that 
first terrible afternoon. Things weren’t 
going well. Barbara recognized it at 
first that he wasn’t doing well. The 
doctor came and said, We are going to 
have to relieve the pressure. I am going 
to have to go into his skull. I said to 
this doctor, How many times have you 
done that? He said, Innumerable times. 
He was not an old man, but he was sur-
rounded by old neurologists and neuro-
surgeons. 

He came back a while later, an hour 
and a half, maybe, and he said, I am 
going to have to do an angiogram; I 
don’t know what is going on in his 
brain. So they put something in to 
look at his brain. I said, How many 
times have you done that? He said over 
a thousand times. Then he comes back 
about an hour and a half or 2 hours 
later and tells us they are going to 
have to operate on TIM. It is going to 
take a long time, probably about 7 
hours. After he worked all of this time, 
I said to him, Who is going to do this, 
because he had to be getting tired by 
then. He looked at Barbara with these 
piercing eyes, and said, I am going to 
do it. That is what I do. He said, I am 
not only a neurosurgeon, I have a sub-
specialty in the blood supply to the 
brain. He walked out of that room, and 
we had so much confidence in his abil-
ity that we felt TIM was going to make 
it. That man’s name is Dr. Vivek 
Deshmukh. I haven’t had the oppor-
tunity—I wanted to make sure TIM 
came back here—but some day I am 
going to be able to express to him on a 
personal basis how he handled this 
man’s illness. TIM wasn’t there, only in 
spirit, but this doctor deserves recogni-
tion, and I hope that is what I do with 
my little speech here today. 

Amidst the daily scuffles that take 
place here in the Senate, we have the 
press, but many Americans may not re-
alize we are a family. We sometimes 
joke about it, but we are, and this 
proves it. Sometimes people say this 
Senate family is dysfunctional, and 
maybe sometimes it is. But despite our 
quarrels on policy and politics, the 100 
men and women who serve in this 
Chamber have the deepest respect and 
admiration for each other. We care 
about each other’s health, families, and 
all the things that go on outside the 
walls of this Capitol building. I have 
dear friends, and we all do in this 
Chamber, but my admiration and re-
spect for TIM JOHNSON is difficult to 
calculate. 

When he fell ill in December of last 
year, we were all touched by this un-
fortunate incident. But as we look at 
what happened, we have heard this 
overused term: Maybe it was a blessing 
in disguise, because TIM JOHNSON was 
taken immediately to George Wash-
ington Hospital where they have a 
team of physicians as good as any place 
in the world to take care of his in-
jury—maybe not of other injuries, not 
other illnesses, but for this one it is as 
good as any place in the country. Had 
it happened the next day, he would 
have been on an airplane going to 
South Dakota. Had it happened the 
next day, he would have been on an In-
dian reservation in South Dakota. So 
maybe, maybe his misfortune was a 
blessing. Maybe it was a blessing. 

We all prayed for him. We all hoped 
for his recovery. We couldn’t watch his 
recovery because he was away from us 
most of the time. We all prayed for his 
recovery with hope for his strength. 
TIM’s wonderful wife Barbara, whom I 
have already mentioned, said last 
month: 

I have learned a lot about Tim Johnson 
during the last months. I have learned that 
he is extremely determined. How he has got-
ten through this and maintained an even bal-
ance I will never understand. His sense of 
humor and just the: OK, I know what I have 
to do, I am going to go ahead and do it, and 
he does it. 

So these past months, with humor 
and determination that Barbara men-
tioned, we all in the Senate now know 
what she is talking about. 

TIM, I am so glad you are back. I am 
so happy that your mind is 100 percent. 
We have all been told your speech 
shortly will be 100 percent, and you 
should know it is 95 percent right now. 
We throw words around like we are 
happy to have you back, but I have to 
say in front of the whole world, TIM, we 
love you. I love you. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the entire U.S. Senate Repub-
lican Conference, let me say as well, we 
welcome back to the Senate our good 
friend, the senior Senator from South 
Dakota. The entire Senate family was 
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thrown into a state of shock and worry 
when TIM JOHNSON was rushed to the 
hospital for emergency brain surgery 
last December. The person who seemed 
most calm was the woman we just rec-
ognized up in the gallery: his wife Bar-
bara. She struck an early note of hope. 
She said she and the rest of the John-
son family were ‘‘encouraged and opti-
mistic.’’ Those aren’t the words most 
of us would choose in a moment such 
as that, but the Johnsons had been 
there before, and they seemed to know 
TIM would be back, back here, before 
all was said and done; they would make 
sure of it. 

TIM credits Barbara with helping him 
overcome prostate cancer in 2004, and 
it was his support that helped her 
through a couple of serious illnesses of 
her own. They always overcame the ob-
stacles, working as a team, determined 
to push through. They are real fight-
ers. For many, this seemed as if it 
would be the fight of their lives. 

But just 2 months after surgery, Bar-
bara and the Johnson children, Brooks, 
Brenda, and Kelsey, were telling peo-
ple, ‘‘We’ve got our TIM back.’’ 

TIM was completely focused on recov-
ery. He went through weeks and weeks 
of intense rehab. And soon enough, he 
started to get back to the clips and do 
the office work from his hospital bed. 

When they released him from rehab, 
this gritty great-grandson of a South 
Dakota homesteader made a bold deci-
sion—actually a prediction—saying he 
was absolutely ‘‘determined to get 
back in the saddle.’’ 

Thanks to the committed care of doc-
tors and therapists, the prayers of con-
stituents and colleagues, and, above 
all, the loving care of Barbara and 
their children, TIM’s Senate colleagues 
can also say, with a real sense of joy, 
that they too ‘‘have their TIM back.’’ 

I yield the floor. 
(Applause.) 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Illinois is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I join in 
this chorus to say how privileged and 
humbled I am to stand before this body 
and welcome back my friend and fellow 
colleague, Senator TIM JOHNSON. TIM 
and I served in the House together. We 
came to the Senate in the same year. I 
went up to campaign in South Dakota, 
and he has been a great friend to Illi-
nois. I have known him more than 20 
years. 

I remember when I heard he had been 
stricken. I was stunned, as everybody 
was across America. As has been said 
before, the prayers of millions reached 
out to TIM and his family in their hour 
of need. 

For those who don’t know TIM JOHN-
SON, he is not a typical politician. He 
doesn’t really struggle for media atten-
tion, as some of us might; but he got a 
lot more attention than he ever 
thought he would because the whole 
world watched anxiously during those 
moments of surgery and recovery and 
rehabilitation. There wasn’t a place 

you would go anywhere in America 
that TIM JOHNSON wasn’t asked about. 
‘‘How is he doing?’’ ‘‘What is the lat-
est?’’ ‘‘When is he coming back?’’ 

Those of us who knew TIM and what 
he had done in the Senate and House, 
those of us who know his great family 
knew he would be back. He is one of 
those tough Scandinavians—not really 
flashy but solid. You just knew he was 
going to make it. I thought to myself, 
of all of us who could have suffered this 
terrible illness, this is one man who 
will be able to make it back. I also 
knew something that has already been 
alluded to. When TIM and Barbara took 
those vows to stand by one another in 
sickness and in health, they really 
meant it because they have proved it 
over and over again to one another. Lo-
retta and I went by the hospital one 
day and it wasn’t a good day to visit, 
so we left a note. We have come to 
know how close they are and sup-
portive of one another. 

It wasn’t just Barbara’s strength but 
the strength of the whole family that 
came through in TIM’s recovery. He has 
done such a remarkable job today. He 
has brought out the humanity of the 
united states Senate. We can put aside 
the issues and the bickering, the fight-
ing and the party labels, and really 
show that, when it gets down to it, we 
are part of a family that really cares 
about one another on a personal basis. 

We are so glad to have you back, TIM. 
We wish you the best. We will be back 
in the Appropriations Committee fight-
ing for South Dakota and Illinois real 
soon. Thank you. 

(Applause.) 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

JOSHUA OMVIG SUICIDE 
PREVENTION ACT 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor at this TIMe to respond a 
little to the comments made prior to 
the recess for our Republican and 
Democratic caucuses today, made on 
the floor by the Senator from Okla-
homa, Mr. COBURN, regarding the bill 
called the Joshua Omvig Suicide Pre-
vention Act. I want to lay out what the 
bill does, where we are on it, and re-
spond to some of the objections that 
the Senator from Oklahoma raised. 

Shortly before the Senate adjourned 
for the August recess, we sought unani-
mous consent to pass this bill, the 
Joshua Omvig Suicide Prevention Act, 
and send it to the President for his sig-
nature. Unfortunately, an objection 
was lodged on the other side of the 
aisle by—as we know from this morn-

ing—the Senator from Oklahoma. I am 
saddened by the objection to this legis-
lation. 

My staff and I have spent a great deal 
of TIMe trying to understand the rea-
sons behind this objection and respond 
to the concerns that have been raised. 
I thought it would be helpful for my 
fellow Senators, and anyone who is 
watching, if I took some TIMe to review 
why I believe the Senate needs to act 
now to pass this important bill, and 
why I find it so puzzling that one Sen-
ator would object. 

Let me give a little bit of history. I 
introduced this legislation, along with 
my colleague from Iowa, Senator 
GRASSLEY, after learning about the 
case of a young Iowan—his name was 
Joshua Omvig—who tragically took his 
own life shortly after returning home 
from an 11-month deployment in Iraq. 
Joshua was a member of the U.S. Army 
Reserve, 339th MP Company, based in 
Davenport, IA. Before leaving for Iraq, 
he was a member of the Grundy Center 
Volunteer Fire Department and the 
Grundy Center Police Reserves. He was 
honored to serve his country in the Re-
serves and hoped to return to his com-
munity to serve as a police officer. 
Please remember what I just said. He 
was honored to serve his country in the 
Reserves, and he hoped to return to his 
community to serve as a police officer. 
Keep that in mind. I will return to it 
later. 

His family is convinced that if the 
Veterans’ Administration had more 
services for veterans in place, Joshua 
would have received the help he needed 
and he would still be alive. But rather 
than withdrawing into their grief, 
Joshua’s parents have dedicated them-
selves to ensuring no other family has 
to suffer this way. Ellen and Randy 
Omvig, Joshua’s parents, have assisted 
countless veterans and their families in 
navigating the VA system. They have 
been outspoken advocates of improved 
mental health services for servicemem-
bers and veterans. In April, the Omvigs 
testified before the Senate Veterans 
Affairs Committee on the importance 
of appropriate suicide prevention, early 
detection, and treatment programs for 
our veterans. The goal of the Joshua 
Omvig Act is simple: to improve sui-
cide prevention and early detection and 
to improve assistance to veterans in 
crisis in order to prevent suicides 
among those who have so bravely 
served our country. 

We know there is an urgent, over-
whelming need for this bill. A study in 
last month’s issue of the Journal of Ep-
idemiology and Community Health 
found that those who have been in 
combat are twice as likely to commit 
suicide as those who have never served 
in a war. 

The Veterans’ Administration esti-
mates that more than 5,000 veterans 
take their lives each year. These num-
bers are certain to increase dramati-
cally, given the growing number of sol-
diers returning from combat in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. Suicide rates are 35 
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percent higher for Iraq veterans than 
for the general population. Let me re-
peat that statement. Suicide rates are 
35 percent higher for Iraq war veterans 
than for the general population. The 
Department of Defense recently re-
ported that the Army is seeing the 
highest rate of suicide in 28 years. 

So what does the Joshua Omvig Vet-
erans Suicide Prevention Act do? It di-
rects the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to create a comprehensive pro-
gram to address the troubling rate of 
suicide among veterans returning from 
combat. The legislation takes a multi-
faceted approach toward the preven-
tion of suicide. It emphasizes the im-
portance of social support, family in-
volvement, readjustment services, as 
well as further research to decrease the 
number of suicides among our vet-
erans. It also boosts training for all De-
partment of Veterans Affairs staff, con-
tractors, and medical personnel who 
interact with veterans, teaching them 
to identify risk factors 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HARKIN. Yes. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, it is my un-

derstanding the Senator from Iowa is 
speaking on veteran suicide; is that 
right? 

Mr. HARKIN. Yes. 
Mr. REID. I spoke briefly yesterday 

morning. A 19-year-old—as the Senator 
knows, my dad killed himself, so I un-
derstand something about suicide—a 
19-year-old soldier from Las Vegas 
came back to Las Vegas. He told his 
parents and everybody else he didn’t 
want to go back to Iraq. I think they 
said they gave him medicine—Prozac, 
whatever it was—and sent him back. In 
a matter of a few days, he killed him-
self. 

Suicide is a devastating problem. It 
is a problem in the civilian population. 
Mr. President, 31,000 people kill them-
selves every year. We don’t understand 
the issue at all. We haven’t studied it 
enough. What is going on in the civil-
ian side is a mere shadow of what is 
going on in the military. 

Mr. HARKIN. That is true. 
Mr. REID. We have had hundreds of 

soldiers who have killed themselves in 
Iraq. A lot of them are not suicide re-
ported. 

I so admire and appreciate what the 
Senator from Iowa is doing with regard 
to this legislation. It is so very impor-
tant. Suicide is a national problem, 
and with the emotional and mental 
problems our troops are having coming 
back, we have to get to the bottom of 
this issue and see what we can do to 
prevent further deaths. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I thank 
my leader for joining with me on this 
issue. I respond to him, I just said—I 
don’t know if the leader was on the 
floor at the time—that suicide rates for 
Iraq veterans—Iraq veterans—is 35 per-
cent higher than the general popu-
lation. The Department of Defense has 
said their suicide rate in the Regular 
Army is at the highest rate in 28 years. 

I say to the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada, this bill I am talking 
about was introduced in the House ear-
lier this year. There were 154 cospon-
sors on both sides of the aisle. This 
bill, the Joshua Omvig suicide preven-
tion bill, passed the House in March 423 
to 0—423 to 0. We can’t get much better 
than that. 

It came to the Senate. The Senate 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee had three 
hearings on it and the House had two 
hearings, for a total of five hearings. 
Every veterans group, every veterans 
support group, disabled veterans, ev-
eryone came to testify on the need for 
this legislation. 

We went through the committee 
process, had the hearings, and had all 
the testimony. Joshua’s parents testi-
fied. We brought it out on the floor for 
a unanimous consent agreement before 
we left on the August break. It passed 
the House 423 to 0. Then I found there 
was an objection raised. 

I started to nose around to find out 
who raised the objection. It was Sen-
ator COBURN from Oklahoma. I talked 
with the Senator from Oklahoma. He 
said, first of all, he was upset that 
there were not any hearings. He told 
me that right out in the back of the 
lobby. I said: Senator, we had hearings. 
We had three in the Senate, two in the 
House. Well, he had to go check on it. 

Then he raised other objections and 
came on the floor this morning to say 
why he has objections. Now I am going 
to respond to those objections in kind 
to let the Senator know his objections 
are unfathomable. 

So here we are faced with a dire situ-
ation among our veterans, with the 
highest suicide rates ever, and we are 
trying to pass legislation to direct the 
Department of Veterans Affairs to do 
certain things to set up processes and 
procedures so that our veterans will 
have the kind of counseling and the 
kind of medical intervention so they do 
not commit suicide, and yet we have 
one objection raised. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if I could 
direct another question to my friend. 
We have so much to do in the Senate. 
Certain measures expire at the end of 
the fiscal year. But I say to my friend, 
I feel very strongly about this issue, 
for obvious reasons. Everyone should 
understand, if people want to stop us 
from moving forward on this legisla-
tion, they are going to have to vote ac-
cordingly. We are not going to let one 
or two Senators stop us from moving 
forward on this bill. 

I have the greatest respect for Dr. 
COBURN, the junior Senator from Okla-
homa. I hope the Senator’s conversa-
tions with him will bear fruit and we 
can move forward tonight. But if they 
don’t, we are going to figure our way 
past this before we leave here this 
year, OK? 

Mr. HARKIN. I appreciate it. 
Mr. REID. Every day we wait is an-

other person calling—as I remember it, 
and it has been a long time ago now, I 
say to my friend, a long time ago. My 

dad was a lot younger than I am right 
now when he killed himself. I can re-
member that phone call. I can remem-
ber that phone call. I had a wonderful 
morning. I had been out to watch Mu-
hammad Ali work out. I spent many 
hours with Muhammad Ali. I got back 
to the office and Joan Shea, the recep-
tionist, said: Your mother is on the 
line. I said: Hi. She said: Your pop 
killed himself. What is this about? 

So anyway, 31,000 people get phone 
calls such as that every year on the ci-
vilian side, and we have probably thou-
sands of other people who commit sui-
cide who are not listed as suicides. And 
then we have the situation the Senator 
from Iowa just indicated. The people 
who are coming home are 35 percent 
higher, in a ratio of killing themselves, 
than the people in the civilian popu-
lation. That is scary. 

The other problem, I say to my 
friend, is Active-Duty soldiers, troops 
also have problems. Every day we don’t 
do this bill is another day someone is 
going to kill themselves. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I thank 
the leader. I ask the leader, if we can, 
if the objection is not withdrawn, I 
hope we can bring the bill up and move 
the bill legislatively on the floor. 

Mr. REID. I have indicated to the 
Senator, we are going to do that. We, 
of course, have to see what is ahead of 
us, but it is something about which I 
feel strongly. The floor staff is watch-
ing Senator HARKIN and me talk today. 
We will figure out a way to do it. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the sensitivity of the Senator 
from Nevada, our distinguished major-
ity leader, on this issue. 

Basically, what the bill does, again 
as I said, is to boost training for all De-
partment of Veterans Affairs staff, con-
tractors, and medical personnel, teach-
ing them to identify risk factors for 
suicide and refer veterans to the appro-
priate mental health counseling and 
mental health centers. 

As I said at the outset, this has been 
the most bipartisan piece of legislation 
I can imagine. Senator GRASSLEY and I 
introduced it in the Senate, appro-
priately since Joshua Omvig was from 
Iowa. We have 30 different cosponsors 
from both sides of the aisle. It was in-
troduced in the other body by Con-
gressman LEONARD BOSWELL of Iowa, 
who is the Congressman from the dis-
trict in which Joshua Omvig lived. In 
fact, it is that version of the bill we are 
trying to pass today. 

I may have misspoke earlier. He se-
cured 152 bipartisan cosponsors of the 
bill. It passed the House in March by a 
vote of 423 to 0. No Republican objected 
over there. No one; 423, not a single dis-
senting vote. That is why I was so sur-
prised and, quite frankly, dismayed 
when an objection was raised on the 
other side of the aisle preventing pas-
sage of the bill before the August re-
cess. 

How many more veterans have com-
mitted suicide since that time who 
might have been, through counseling, 
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through outreach, through some way 
given the appropriate support services 
so they wouldn’t have to commit sui-
cide? 

This morning, the Senator from 
Oklahoma, Mr. COBURN, offered several 
reasons for his objection. That is what 
I would like to respond to now. 

He mentioned that the bill is duplica-
tive of the VA’s plans to prevent sui-
cide and that veterans’ receipt of bene-
fits would be contingent on the screen-
ing. He also raised concerns about the 
validity of the peer counseling provi-
sions of the bill. Finally, he expressed 
concern that if the VA asked veterans 
about their mental health, this infor-
mation might be used to inhibit their 
ability to purchase handguns. All of 
these concerns are unfounded, and I 
want to explain. 

In 2004, the VA developed a series of 
suicide prevention initiatives as part of 
a comprehensive mental health stra-
tegic plan. All well and good. Unfortu-
nately, very few of the initiatives have 
been implemented. During the first 2 
years following development of the 
plan, a Government Accountability Of-
fice report found that the VA did not 
even spend $100 million of the $300 mil-
lion that was specifically allocated for 
this initiative. One-third of the money 
specifically allocated was not spent. 

I think our veterans have paid a 
steep price, a tragic price for this foot 
dragging. When the VA has announced 
plans to undertake suicide prevention 
initiatives, usually it is in response to 
some highly publicized incident. They 
usually announce the plans and then 
they do not follow through. 

For example, in February the VA fi-
nally announced it would put suicide 
prevention crisis counselors in VA fa-
cilities. That was only after the tragic, 
high-profile suicide of Jonathan 
Schulze, a marine who received two 
Purple Hearts for his service in Iraq. 
When Schulze informed his local VA fa-
cility that he was thinking about kill-
ing himself, he was told he was 26th on 
the local VA’s waiting list for VA men-
tal health services. He went home and 
killed himself that night. In response 
to that, the VA said: We are going to 
put VA suicide prevention crisis coun-
selors in all VA facilities. 

Although they announced it, 7 
months later they have still not fully 
implemented this initiative. Yes, if 
there is a tragic case like that, the VA 
will come out and say they are going to 
do things. Seven months later they 
still have not implemented the initia-
tive. 

What would our bill do, the Omvig 
Act? The Omvig Act would require the 
Veterans’ Administration to designate 
a suicide prevention counselor at each 
medical facility. No more foot drag-
ging; it would require them to do that 
right now. 

In late July, the VA announced the 
implementation of a 24-hour suicide 
prevention hotline. That is also in the 
Joshua Omvig bill. That VA plan has 
been around since 2004. Three years 

later they say they are finally going to 
put it into effect. I suppose that is 
some kind of progress. But by writing 
this very sensible provision into law, 
we will ensure that the VA does not 
backslide on this either. As part of its 
2004 strategic plan, the VA set a plan to 
train all front-line staff on suicide pre-
vention. In 2004, they said that. They 
still have failed to provide this train-
ing. Maybe that is what the Senator 
from Oklahoma is saying is duplica-
tive. Yes, we say you have to have a 24- 
hour suicide hotline. The VA said they 
were going to do that in 2004. They said 
they were finally going to implement 
it in July. It still isn’t manned, and the 
counselors they said they were going to 
have do that in February, 7 months 
later they haven’t done that. We say 
you have to do it. Is that duplicative? 
No, it is putting into law and man-
dating that the VA has to do this. 

The Omvig Act directs the Secretary 
to ensure that staff members have the 
training necessary to identify risk fac-
tors for suicide and to make appro-
priate referrals for assistance. Is that 
too much to ask? Is that too burden-
some for veterans who put their lives 
on the line in Afghanistan and Iraq and 
other places? It just says the staffs 
have to have the training necessary to 
identify risk factors for suicide to 
make appropriate referrals for assist-
ance. 

The VA said they were going to do 
that in 2004, but they never have. Be-
cause they have not done this, many 
Armed Forces personnel who have been 
discharged and have VA benefits are 
not receiving these services. The 
Omvig family and numerous veterans 
support groups testified during our 
hearings about the importance of out-
reach to reduce the stigma associated 
with mental health issues and to assist 
veterans and their families in 
transitioning to civilian life. This leg-
islation, the Omvig bill, would estab-
lish a program to provide education 
and outreach to families to help them 
identify symptoms of mental health 
problems and to encourage families to 
seek assistance. 

The VA inspector general issued a re-
port this May, confirming that the VA 
is falling short of the necessary sys-
tem-wide implementation of suicide 
prevention programs—their own in-
spector general. They found that many 
VA clinics lacked properly trained 
staff. Need I repeat myself? They did 
not provide 24-hour services and pro-
vided inadequate mental health screen-
ing. That is their own inspector gen-
eral. 

The inspector general also found that 
the VA had not established best prac-
tices research to ensure a standard of 
suicide prevention. 

The Omvig bill addresses all these 
issues. The aim of the bill is to improve 
early detection and intervention, pro-
vide access to services for veterans in 
crisis and thereby prevent suicide 
among those who have put their lives 
on the line to defend our Nation. 

The Senator from Oklahoma ob-
jected. He expressed concern that the 
receipt of benefits would be contingent 
on the screening, and that there is no 
opt-out provision. Let’s look at this. 
The fact is, the Department of Defense 
already requires soldiers returning 
from deployment to complete a check-
list of symptoms such as anxiety, dif-
ficulty sleeping, suicidal thoughts. 
There are no opt-outs for this mental 
health screening because these pro-
grams are critical to ensure that those 
with mental health concerns receive 
the assistance they need. 

The DOD, the Department of Defense, 
says if you are going to be redeployed, 
you have to have mental health screen-
ing—no opt-out. We are saying the 
screening provision in the Omvig bill 
does not mandate a formal checklist of 
mental health symptoms. It just en-
sures that medical professionals incor-
porate questions about veterans’ men-
tal health into primary care visits. In 
other words, what we are trying to say 
is mental health care should be inte-
grated into primary health care. That 
is all we are saying. 

Just as a medical professional would 
ask questions about risk factors for 
heart disease, it is responsible medi-
cine to ask about risk factors for sui-
cide, especially among this group since 
the data show how high it is, how high 
the incidence is of suicide. 

Doctors ask their patients all the 
time if they are getting enough exer-
cise and eating healthy. They should 
also ask if a veteran is sleeping well 
and if they have been anxious. These 
questions are critical in order for doc-
tors to get a full picture of the vet-
eran’s health and well-being. 

I want to make it very clear, the bill 
does not make the receipt of benefits 
contingent on veterans undergoing a 
separate mental health screening. 
Rather, it merely seeks to incorporate 
into their screening process, into their 
primary health care process, this proc-
ess, that the health professionals are 
incorporating appropriate questions 
about suicide risk into their practice. 
Not to do this is totally irresponsible. 

The Senator from Oklahoma also 
mentioned his concern that the peer 
counseling provisions in the bill are 
not effective. Again, I am surprised by 
this as there is a large body of research 
that peer support programs are effec-
tive in alleviating post-traumatic 
stress symptoms, PTSD symptoms and 
depression, reducing the likelihood of 
hospitalization and increasing social 
support. President Bush’s New Free-
dom Commission on Mental Health rec-
ognizes peer support approaches as an 
emerging best practice in helping peo-
ple to recover from traumatic events. 

Who better to counsel with a soldier 
who has served in Iraq and had a lot of 
trauma, or from Afghanistan who had a 
lot of trauma, than a peer, one of their 
own peers to talk to them about it, or 
their families? Peer support approaches 
offer a low-cost and effective supple-
ment to traditional services in which 
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transitioning veterans can talk to 
someone who had similar experiences 
and understands what they are going 
through. This is well-recognized, evi-
dence-based service that allows vet-
erans to talk to someone who had simi-
lar experiences and, as I said, under-
stands what they are going through. 
How can there be an objection to that? 

Finally, regarding the concern of the 
Senator about veterans’ ability to ac-
cess firearms, I am very puzzled. This 
bill ensures that the VA takes appro-
priate measures to follow up with vet-
erans who are at risk for suicide. OK. 
There are strict privacy laws that gov-
ern the doctor-patient relationship. 
Privacy laws prevent the release of in-
formation about any patient. There is 
an exception if the patient is a serious 
threat to himself or others, but no 
medical professional can refer an indi-
vidual to the background check system 
that would limit access to firearms. 

Let me repeat that: No medical pro-
fessional can refer an individual to the 
background check system that would 
limit access to firearms. This can only 
be done through the judicial process. In 
other words, before an individual can 
be placed on the NICS list where they 
can’t purchase a handgun—and this 
prevents an individual who is mentally 
ill from purchasing a firearm—a judge 
must make a determination that the 
individual belongs on that list. 

As many of my colleagues are aware, 
there is legislation that has passed the 
House and was recently approved by 
the Judiciary Committee that would 
encourage States to do a better job re-
porting to the NICS system in the 
wake of the tragic shootings at Vir-
ginia Tech. If Senators have concerns 
about how the NICS system operates, 
it seems to me that legislation is the 
appropriate venue for those concerns. 
But to hold up the Omvig suicide pre-
vention bill that delivers critical sui-
cide prevention services to veterans 
based on concerns related to an unre-
lated pending bill is very troubling. 

There is an editorial that appeared in 
the New York Times on August 30. Let 
me read from that. Here is what the 
editorial in the New York Times said 
on August 30: 

As the Army’s suicide rate hits record lev-
els in the Iraq war, there’s small wonder 
practically everyone in Congress wants to 
deal with the parallel emerging crisis of de-
pressed veterans tempted to take their own 
lives. Everyone, that is, except Senator Tom 
Coburn, Republican of Oklahoma. He stands 
alone in blocking final passage of a suicide 
prevention bill in fear that the government’s 
record-keeping on troubled vets might some-
how crimp their ability to purchase hand-
guns. 

Even the craven gun lobby should manage 
some shame at this example of Second 
Amendment idolatry. The House has unani-
mously approved a measure mandating the 
screening of all veterans for suicide risk, but 
Senator Coburn worries that veterans’ med-
ical data might be appropriated by other 
agencies to deny that all-encompassing right 
to wield arms on the domestic front. 

Again, the editorial goes on. 
The Senator’s office points to another bill 

near passage—prompted by the Virginia 

Tech gun massacre—that would encourage 
states to do a better job of listing mentally 
troubled individuals on the Federal roll of 
risky gun purchasers. But tying these two 
measures together is itself evidence of defec-
tive reasoning, or at least scurrilous poli-
ticking. The Virginia Tech measure has 
nothing to do with veterans and affects only 
those Americans formally judged by a court 
to be mentally disturbed. 

It is an eminently good thing that the 
anti-suicide measures would require medical 
specialists to keep track of veterans found to 
be high risks for suicide. But that’s to care 
for them as human beings, under that other 
constitutional right to life—liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. Respect for the grave 
sacrifices by veterans requires the Senate to 
strike down the Coburn ploy and hurry this 
vital measure to President Bush. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full editorial be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Aug. 30, 2007] 
LOCKED, LOADED AND LOONEY 

As the Army’s suicide rate hits record lev-
els in the Iraq war, there’s small wonder 
practically everyone in Congress wants to 
deal with the parallel emerging crisis of de-
pressed veterans tempted to take their own 
lives. Everyone that is, except Senator Tom 
Coburn, Republican of Oklahoma. He stands 
alone in blocking final passage of a suicide 
prevention bill in fear that the government’s 
record-keeping on troubled vets might some-
how crimp their ability to purchase hand-
guns. Even the craven gun lobby should man-
age some shame over this absurd example of 
Second Amendment idolatry. 

The House has unanimously approved a 
measure mandating the screening of all vet-
erans for suicide risk, but Senator Coburn 
worries that veterans’ medical data might be 
appropriated by other agencies to deny that 
all-encompassing right to wield arms on the 
domestic front. The senator’s office points to 
another bill near passage—prompted by the 
Virginia Tech gun massacre—that would en-
courage states to do a better job of listing 
mentally troubled individuals on the federal 
roll of risky gun purchasers. But tying these 
two measures together is itself evidence of 
defective reasoning or at least scurrilous 
politicking. The Virginia Tech measure has 
nothing to do with veterans and affects only 
those Americans formally judged by a court 
to be mentally disturbed. It is an eminently 
good thing that the anti-suicide measure 
would require medical specialists to keep 
track of veterans found to be high risks for 
suicide. But that’s to care for them as 
human beings, under that other constitu-
tional right—to life liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness. Respect for the grave sacrifices 
by veterans requires the Senate to strike 
down the Coburn ploy and hurry this vital 
measure to President Bush. 

Mr. HARKIN. Lastly, Mr. COBURN 
spoke on the floor and mentioned his 
staff had made suggestions about the 
language. Again, I am very surprised to 
hear this. Staff from my office and 
Senator GRASSLEY’s office met with 
Senator COBURN’s staff before the re-
cess in an attempt to resolve any dif-
ferences. 

Their staff made no suggestion as to 
what it would take to lift Senator 
COBURN’s hold. Over recess, I instructed 
my staff to make attempts to meet 
with his staff, but his staff was always 

unavailable. Over the last few days, we 
once again attempted to reach out to 
his staff in an effort to move the bill. 
But, again, we have not heard anything 
back. 

We suggested we would be willing to 
work with Senator COBURN on the 
tracking language he was concerned 
about. But we have not heard anything 
from his office until the Senator spoke 
on the floor this morning. 

This bill has received full consider-
ation, as I said, in the House and the 
Senate. It passed without a single dis-
senting voice in the House. Is the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma saying there are 
423 totally irresponsible people in the 
House? I mean, there are people in the 
House every bit as conservative as the 
Senator from Oklahoma. They did not 
raise any objections to this. We had 
three hearings in the Senate on the 
bill, two hearings in the House. 

Josh Omvig’s parents testified before 
the Senate VA Committee in April. I 
wish to recount something they said. 
At the beginning of my remarks, I 
mentioned that Joshua Omvig, before 
he went into the military, had been a 
member of the Grundy Center Volun-
teer Fire Department and Police Re-
serve. 

He had hoped to return to serve his 
community as a police officer. I said: 
Remember that, because I am going to 
return to it. I now return to it. 

It was his dream to one day become 
a police officer. As he pursued that 
dream, he worked alongside many 
Grundy Center fire and policemen. 
Here is what Mr. Omvig said to the 
committee: 

The day after Josh’s suicide, the Grundy 
Center police department and fire depart-
ment had a time where a professional coun-
selor was brought in to help them cope and 
deal with what happened that day. Do we as 
a nation take the same measures for our 
troops who have served for us for months in 
a combat area? Are we providing our mili-
tary men and women the appropriate serv-
ices to help them assimilate to civilian life? 
Are we providing them with what they need 
to survive the peace? Ellen and I have to say 
‘‘No’’ not at this time. We can and must do 
more! 

Now, I saw Joshua’s parents at the 
time when they were here in Wash-
ington. And, you know, it is always 
awkward to talk to parents about the 
death of any of their children, espe-
cially a young person taking his own 
life. I said to both the parents: Was 
there any indication? I mean, do you 
have any idea why Joshua would take 
his own life? 

Mr. Omvig said: Yeah, I know exactly 
why. I said: Why? He said: Well, Joshua 
always wanted to be a police officer, all 
his life growing up. That is why he vol-
unteered on the police reserves, volun-
teer fire. He went into the service 
thinking that would help him to be-
come a police officer. He was worried 
that if he sought mental health serv-
ices, he would never be able to become 
a police officer. What a shame. What a 
shame that in this country we still 
treat mental health like that. That is 
why we have to do a better job. 
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That is why counseling, someone 

talking to Joshua, one of his peers who 
has been through the same thing who 
may have then gone on to become a po-
lice officer could say: You can get men-
tal health help. You can get the nec-
essary treatment, and you can still be-
come a police officer. 

Well, while we delay and fail to act, 
we are losing more and more veterans 
to suicide. As I said, the VA plan was 
written 3 years ago, and they are still 
not implementing it. 

The PTSD program treatment at 
Walter Reed accepts only 65 patients 
each year. Yet more than 45,000 vet-
erans sought medical help for post- 
traumatic stress disorder in the first 3 
months of 2007; Walter Reed accepts 65 
a year. 

The VA must be better equipped to 
deal with veterans who are in crisis. 
With this bill, we can ensure that the 
VA will provide comprehensive and 
critical services, even when the issue is 
not in the headlines because of some 
tragedy. We need to hold the VA ac-
countable. 

As I said, even their own inspector 
general said they were not living up to 
it, our GAO said they were not. We 
need to make it clear that preventing 
suicide among our veterans is a con-
gressional and national priority. For 
our veterans who have served their 
country, fought for our country, many 
times they are being left to fight their 
own private mental health life wars 
alone, private wars they too often lose. 

I urge the objecting Senator to reex-
amine this important bill, reconsider 
his objection. Lives are at stake. We 
need to move forward with the Joshua 
Omvig Veterans Suicide Prevention 
Act as quickly as possible. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008—Continued 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, what is the 
matter now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. H.R. 2642, 
the Military Construction Appropria-
tions Act. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senator 
REED is in the Chamber or at least in 
the building. He and Senator KAY BAI-
LEY HUTCHISON have been wanting to 
move this bill. 

I indicated, and the distinguished Re-
publican leader agreed with me this 
morning, we need to move this legisla-
tion. 

If there are no amendments that are 
going to be offered, we should move to 
third reading. If there are amendments 
that are going to be offered, I would 
hope someone would notify the cloak-
room immediately, Democratic or Re-
publican cloakroom, and we will cer-
tainly be as considerate to them as 
necessary. 

But unless something happens pretty 
soon, I think we should move to third 
reading. If there are amendments, the 
two managers of the bill are happy to 

deal with those amendments. We are 
going to finish this bill tonight. I 
would hope on this bill I do not have to 
file cloture, on Military Construction 
and Veterans. I do not think that 
would be appropriate. 

But if there are no amendments and 
simply people let us return to final pas-
sage of this, I have no alternative. It 
would send a terribly bad message. 
Both the distinguished Republican 
leader and I think we should move for-
ward. I hope we can. We are going to 
finish the bill tonight or I will file clo-
ture on it tonight. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak in support of H.R. 
2642, an act making appropriations for 
military construction, the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008. 

Let me say at the outset, the leader-
ship of this committee has done a tre-
mendous job in bringing forward legis-
lation that hopefully will receive the 
strong bipartisan support of this body. 
I am especially thankful for the great 
work of Senator JACK REED and Sen-
ator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON and Sen-
ator TIM JOHNSON and his staff for hav-
ing moved forward in developing a 
package that, at the end of the day 
here, will hopefully receive the support 
of most of the Members of this Cham-
ber. 

This legislation is important for us 
as we move forward to try to make 
sure we are doing everything we can 
for a strong America. This is important 
for us, for our military, for our men 
and women in uniform, and for our vet-
erans. It is essential legislation which 
we must pass and which we all hope the 
President will sign into law. 

With respect to military construc-
tion, the bill provides $8.9 billion-plus 
for our Active-Duty construction ef-
forts and $929 million for the National 
Guard and Reserve construction. This 
includes key projects around the coun-
try for the Army National Guard. This 
is a significant improvement over what 
the President requested for the Na-
tional Guard. It will be part of making 
sure we have a strong military for 
America. 

Second, the legislation fully funds 
the 2005 recommendations of the 
BRAC, the Base Realignment and Clo-
sure Account. That BRAC rec-
ommendation which was approved by 
this Senate and by the Congress now 2 
years ago is an important document 
that charts the way forward for the 
American military. This legislation 

will fully fund the recommendations of 
that legislation. 

Third, with respect to Veterans Af-
fairs, I am proud that this legislation 
will provide $87.5 billion for the VA. 
That is an increase of almost $3.6 bil-
lion over what the President requested. 
That increase will go to veterans 
health care and make sure our PTSD 
and mental health issues and TBI 
issues that we are seeing in great num-
bers as we are involved in the conflicts 
in Iraq and Afghanistan—that we are 
providing the right kind of care to our 
veterans. 

I am appreciative of the national 
issues that are embraced in this legis-
lation that will allow the funding to 
move forward and to make those 
projects a reality. 

I wish to comment on a few provi-
sions in this legislation that are impor-
tant to my State of Colorado. I must 
say, as we worked on these matters 
over the years, it has been my honor to 
work closely with Senator ALLARD as 
we worked on important projects for 
our veterans and for our military in 
my State. 

I wish to mention the Fitzsimons VA 
Hospital. There is $61 million in this 
legislation for Fitzsimons. Today in 
Colorado, the VA hospital in Denver is 
in very rough, shoddy condition. Our 
veterans deserve better. Over the last 
decade, there has been an effort in Col-
orado to try to establish a VA hospital 
that can become one of the crown jew-
els of our national health care. We are 
fortunate today that, under the leader-
ship of MAJ Andy Lobb and others, we 
have found a site at what is the old 
Fitzsimons Army hospital which has 
been turned over to the city of Aurora 
and to an authority that is rehabili-
tating that site. At that site today, we 
have already located the health facili-
ties and hospitals for the University of 
Colorado. We are about ready to open a 
brand-new children’s hospital at this 
center. The VA hospital is the next 
move in the creation of what is going 
to be a crown jewel for health care and 
for biotech in the Rocky Mountain 
West. The Fitzsimons VA Hospital is 
very much a part of that program, but 
at its core it is making sure we in 
America are standing up and giving to 
the veterans of our country the health 
care services they deserve. 

Next, Fort Carson. Fort Carson is a 
very important military installation in 
my State and helps us protect our Na-
tion. Many of the men and women who 
serve and have trained at Fort Carson 
are now serving in Iraq and in Afghani-
stan. There is $470 million in military 
construction funds for Fort Carson. 
That amount of money will accommo-
date the arrival of an additional 12,000 
Active-Duty and 18,360 Active-Duty 
family members who are currently 
moving to Fort Carson. I am very 
proud of the inclusion of that amount 
of money in this legislation because it 
will allow us to warmly welcome the 
soldiers who are coming to Fort Car-
son, as well as their families, with the 
kinds of facilities they deserve. 
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Schriever Air Force Base is part of 

our national defense. As I say, Colo-
rado is blessed to be the crown jewel of 
the Nation’s homeland defense and na-
tional security. We do that through 
many of our military installations, in-
cluding Schriever Air Force Base. It is 
part of the air and space integration 
program. It is the place where we have 
our Air Force Space Command. It will 
receive $24.5 million for construction of 
the facilities that are needed there. 

The U.S. Air Force Academy, located 
since the 1950s in El Paso County in 
Colorado Springs, is one of our Na-
tion’s premier institutes in training 
the future military leaders of our coun-
try. It is an installation of which I am 
very proud. This legislation includes 
$15 million for upgrades to the aca-
demic facilities at the U.S. Air Force 
Academy. 

The National Guard and Reserves 
station at Buckley Air Force Base in 
Aurora, CO, is an important part of the 
Army installations in our State. This 
legislation will add $7.3 million to re-
place the outdated squadron operations 
facility that houses the F–16s of the 
140th Air Wing of the Colorado Na-
tional Guard. 

This is important legislation, and I 
am proud to be a supporter of this leg-
islation. 

We also will be speaking at a later 
time this afternoon or this evening on 
several other amendments I want to 
bring forth which are important 
amendments to the future of the State 
of Colorado but also very important to 
the future of our Nation’s military and 
assuring that our military has the ap-
propriate training facilities. We will be 
speaking to an amendment I will be 
calling up in short order. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2686 
Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I have 

an amendment I would like of offer, 
but since I do not see a manager here, 
I will explain the amendment first and 
then ask that the amendment be 
brought up as soon as I finish my com-
ments. 

The amendment I will offer will 
strike an earmark from this bill that 
takes $4 billion intended for America’s 
veterans and transfers it to the well-to- 
do citizens of Beverly Hills, CA. It is 
remarkable that we are even consid-
ering a veterans bill that contains an 
earmark for a facility on Wilshire Bou-
levard—the main street through Bev-
erly Hills—a site barely 3 miles from 
the ritzy shops of Rodeo Drive. 

This earmark prevents the Veterans’ 
Administration from taking highly val-

uable land in one of America’s most lu-
crative real estate markets and putting 
it to work for our veterans. It would re-
quire that 200-plus acres in the middle 
of Beverly Hills that could be better 
used to generate revenue to care for 
America’s veterans to sit empty. 

The earmark completely undermines 
the results of over 3 years of study per-
formed by nonpartisan, independent ex-
perts. It also undermines the authority 
of the Veterans’ Administration to best 
help veterans around the country, not 
just those in the Beverly Hills area. 
The language on page 44 of the Senate 
substitute prohibits the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration from taking any action 
to: 

exchange, trade, auction, transfer, or oth-
erwise dispose of, or reduce the acreage of, 
Federal land and improvements at the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs West Los Ange-
les Medical Center, California, encompassing 
approximately 388 acres on the north and 
south sides of Wilshire Boulevard and west of 
the 405 Freeway. 

The Veterans’ Administration esti-
mates that reuse of this land would re-
sult in approximately $4 billion in sav-
ings—that is $450 per square foot for 205 
acres—that would go directly to the 
Veterans’ Administration for future 
construction since the receipts are de-
posited into Veterans’ Administration 
accounts under its enhanced-use lease 
authority. We should note that the 
Veterans’ Administration’s enhanced- 
use lease authority specifically allows 
the Veterans’ Administration to lease 
land and retain receipts from the lease. 

In addition, the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration can place an option to buy in 
the lease, whereby the property can be 
sold shortly after commencement of 
the lease, allowing the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration to retain the sale pro-
ceeds. This process was used in 2005 to 
sell property in downtown Chicago and 
the Veterans’ Administration realized 
$50 million in proceeds. All can be used 
to better the health care of veterans. 

As important, this prohibition that is 
written into this earmark would result 
in voiding the Capital Assessment Re-
alignment for Enhanced Services proc-
ess, known as CARES, which has been 
agreed to by Congress and the adminis-
tration. Much like BRAC, one excep-
tion could undermine the entire proc-
ess that was based on veterans’ needs 
and not on earmarked interests. 

CARES is a systemwide process to 
put the Veterans’ Administration’s in-
frastructure to the best use for the cur-
rent and future health care needs of 
veterans. This process was completed 
in May of 2004, and approved on a bi-
partisan basis by Congress and the ad-
ministration. All medical construction 
budget requests since the completion of 
the study have complied with CARES 
recommendations and passed by Con-
gress; that is, until today, if this bill 
passes. 

The study identified 18 sites which 
called for downsizing or disposal but 
which were naturally very controver-
sial. Consequently, it was decided each 

of these sites needed ‘‘further study 
and analysis.’’ Some of these studies 
have been completed, and realignment 
has begun, but the West Los Angeles 
study is still in process. 

The White House recently weighed in 
against this earmark, saying in its 
Statement of Administration Policy: 

The Administration strongly opposes the 
earmark provision that prohibits the dis-
posal or transfer of property at the 388-acre 
West Los Angeles Medical Center. This lan-
guage circumvents the recommendations in 
VA’s nationwide infrastructure study, the 
Capital Asset Realignment for Enhanced 
Services (CARES). The original decision on 
this property would have allowed VA to des-
ignate a portion of the campus for disposal 
or leasing . . . it is likely that the restric-
tive Senate language would eliminate more 
than $4 billion of revenue, which would be 
used to improve facilities around the coun-
try for our Nation’s veterans. 

The central concerns of those op-
posed to the reuse of portions of the 
388-acre facility seems to be that it will 
result in large commercial develop-
ment. However, in the statement of 
work for the West L.A. project, the 
Veterans’ Administration has included 
the following: 

Because of a commitment made by a pre-
vious Secretary of Veterans Affairs, certain 
reuses of the property for commercial pur-
poses were not considered in this study. In 
this context, the term ‘‘commercial’’ [in-
cludes] . . . uses such as shopping malls, 
movie theaters, convenience stores, fast food 
outlets, industrial/manufacturing activities, 
and other like operations. . . . 

So the Veterans’ Administration is 
listening to the community and is con-
sidering their concerns. 

In August of 2005, the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration issued an interim report, 
describing several options available for 
reuse of the land, but a final decision is 
still pending, and there is not yet a 
timetable as to when a decision will be 
made. 

Two public hearings—in May and 
September of 2005—have taken place, 
and one is taking place tomorrow night 
at the VA Center in West L.A. We 
should let the process we put in place 
run its course and not overrule the rec-
ommendations of independent experts 
and the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs who are looking out for the needs 
of America’s veterans. 

If every Member of this body were to 
begin blocking modernization of the 
VA system every time a well-connected 
constituent in their State complains, 
America’s veterans would be saddled 
with outdated infrastructure and their 
health care needs would not be met. 

I wish to put this earmark in per-
spective because it would be the most 
wasteful and questionable earmark we 
have seen since the infamous ‘‘bridge 
to nowhere.’’ The ‘‘bridge to nowhere’’ 
was extremely troubling, but at its 
heart was only an egregious waste of 
taxpayer dollars. This earmark, sadly, 
is much worse. It takes money—$4 bil-
lion of money—which would be used to 
care for the brave men and women who 
fought for our country and turns it 
over to build a park for Beverly Hills. 
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We should all be able to agree that a 
community with an average household 
income of $125,000 a year has a suffi-
cient tax base to build a park and does 
not need a $4 billion handout from the 
Federal Government. The men and 
women who wore America’s uniform 
need the money a lot more than the 
men and women who live in this part of 
L.A. 

In fact, the Los Angeles Times edito-
rialized on this situation recently, cit-
ing ‘‘the compelling demands for park 
space’’ in Beverly Hills as the best use 
of $4 billion. I disagree with the L.A. 
Times, as I often do, that $4 billion 
that belongs to veterans should stay 
with the Veterans’ Administration. 

Let me repeat, according to the judg-
ment of the L.A. Times, the best use of 
$4 billion is a public park between Bev-
erly Hills and Sunset Beach. This de-
fies common sense, and we should all 
disagree with it. 

My amendment is very simple. It 
would strike this language from the 
bill and preserve the VA’s ability to 
make changes at this property that 
could generate over $4 billion for our 
Nation’s veterans, as well as create a 
better facility that better serves the 
health care needs of our veterans. It 
would also preserve the integrity of the 
VA’s process for realigning its infra-
structure to meet the current and fu-
ture health care needs of veterans and 
ensure that decisions are made accord-
ing to the needs of our veterans, in-
stead of the local desires of America’s 
most rich and famous citizens. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
my amendment. 

Mr. President, I would like to move 
that we set aside the pending amend-
ment and that my amendment be sent 
to the desk and called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WEBB). No amendment is pending. 

Mr. DEMINT. Then, Mr. President, I 
send my amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 

DEMINT] proposes an amendment numbered 
2686. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To strike section 225, relating to a 

prohibition on the disposal of Department 
of Veterans Affairs lands and improve-
ments at West Los Angeles Medical Center, 
California) 
Beginning on page 44, strike line 20 and all 

that follows through page 45, line 23. 

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
CANTWELL). The Senator from Cali-
fornia is recognized. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I come to the floor to oppose the 
amendment just presented by Senator 
DEMINT. I worked very hard to get a 
provision in the military construction 
bill regarding this major piece of vet-
erans property in the center of Los An-
geles. I want to begin by thanking Sen-
ator REED and Senator KAY BAILEY 
HUTCHISON for agreeing to put this leg-
islation in the Military Construction 
bill. This is 388 acres—388 acres—in the 
middle of Los Angeles. It is bisected by 
Wilshire Boulevard. It is near Santa 
Monica Boulevard. It is a large piece of 
property, and on that property is a 
1,000-bed veterans hospital. 

The property was deeded in 1888 fol-
lowing the Civil War by two families to 
the Federal Government to be used spe-
cifically and permanently as an Old 
Soldiers’ Home for the use of veterans. 
As many Members know, California has 
the largest number of veterans in 
America—over 2 million—and over 
300,000 veterans are enrolled to use the 
facilities in this State of which this fa-
cility is prime. At the time, as the pop-
ulation of disabled and elderly veterans 
grew following the end of the Civil 
War, the Government decided to re-
spond by establishing a number of na-
tional homes throughout the United 
States. 

In March of 1888, Senator John P. 
Jones and Arcadia B. de Baker donated 
their Santa Monica ranch lands in 
southern California to establish the 
Pacific branch of the National Homes 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The deed reads very specifically: 
That whereas by an act of Congress ap-

proved March 2, 1887 to provide for the loca-
tion and erection of a branch home for the 
disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky 
Mountains, the Board of Managers of the Na-
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
were authorized, empowered, and directed to 
locate, establish, construct, and perma-
nently maintain a branch of said National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The sole purpose outlined in the 
original deed was affirmed in 2002 by 
then Veterans Affairs Secretary An-
thony Principi when he visited the site 
and again when he issued a May 2004 
decision regarding plans for the mod-
ernization of VA facilities elsewhere. 

What has happened is the administra-
tion sees this land dedicated to vet-
erans and says: Aha, there is a higher 
and better use for this land. We can 
make $4 billion if we lease out the un-
built-upon parts of this land. That is 
what they have done under the radar 
screen. They have leased out to an 
automobile rental agency. They have 
leased out to a Fox movie lot. This is 
veterans land. This is land that was 
deeded to veterans to be used by vet-
erans, not to be used by Fox movies, 
not to be used by automobile rentals. 
The administration admits if they do 
this, they can raise $4 billion in com-

mercial rentals from this land, thereby 
taking this hospital, now in its park- 
like setting, and encrusting it with 
high rise buildings along Wilshire Bou-
levard. 

Well, let me tell my colleagues what 
has happened. The veterans community 
has risen up in Los Angeles and said: 
We are the largest veterans community 
anywhere in the Nation. You are tak-
ing land deeded to us. You are going to 
lease it, rent it in any way you can for 
this higher and best use, which is high- 
rise construction, and they don’t like 
it. The neighbors don’t like it. The city 
doesn’t like it. The Board of Super-
visors doesn’t like it. Yesterday, the 
L.A. Times editorialized against it. 

So this amendment is not an amend-
ment just concocted out of my brain. 
This is an amendment that has been 
worked on for a long time, with Mem-
bers of the House who represent this 
area and with the Military Construc-
tion Subcommittee of Appropriations. 
We want to preserve the integrity of 
the land that was originally granted 
for use as an Old Soldiers’ Home for 
veterans purposes in this new modern- 
day era and do it in a way where we 
have access to the largest number of 
veterans anywhere in the United 
States. 

I find it shocking that the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs went ahead 
and leased parts of this land. The VA 
continues to this day film production 
on the property. It recently allowed 
Fox Studios to construct a set storage 
building there. 

In 1996, a 65,000-seat NFL football sta-
dium was proposed for the open space 
on the west L.A. VA until Congress 
stepped in and passed a resolution to 
prohibit the action. Once again, I have 
asked Congress to step in and prohibit 
the commercialization of this site. It 
should be used for veterans purposes. 

So when I was in Los Angeles in Au-
gust, I met with former Mayor Dick 
Riordan and Eli Broad to discuss var-
ious options. No decisions were made, 
but they have a vision for this. The im-
portant thing is that it not be commer-
cialized; that for the financial prob-
lems of the administration, they 
shouldn’t commercialize this land. 
They shouldn’t sell it to the highest 
bidder. They shouldn’t go for the high-
est and best use. They shouldn’t build 
high-rise construction. I will tell my 
colleagues, if it happens, there will be 
an uprising from the neighbors in the 
area because this land is right off of 
the 405 freeway, and congestion and dif-
ficulties will result. I find it rather a 
crass gesture to take veterans land 
that is dedicated to veterans, that has 
a large hospital, 1,000 beds in it, that 
serves tens of thousands of enrolled 
veterans—no other city serves so many 
veterans—and go ahead and commer-
cialize this site. 

So what this does is stops that com-
mercialization of the site. The Cali-
fornia delegation is united, whether it 
is in the Senate or whether it is in the 
House. I can give my colleagues two 
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pages—and I will give my colleagues 
some of them—of people supporting 
this legislation: the County of Los An-
geles; the City of Los Angeles; Zev 
Yaroslavsky, chairman of the County 
Board of Supervisors; Mayor Antonio 
Villaraigosa; Representatives HENRY 
WAXMAN, BERMAN, HARMAN, and SHER-
MAN; City Council members, every one 
of them; State Senator Kuehl; Assem-
blyman Feuer, Assemblywoman Bass, 
Assemblywoman Brownlee; Santa 
Monica mayor; Santa Monica council; 
AMVETS Post 2; AMVETS Post 116; 
American Legion Post 123; VFW Post 
875; Vietnam Veterans of America 
Chapter 446; the Bel-Air Association; 
the Beverly Glen Association; Blair 
House; the Brentwood Community 
Council; and on and on—the Coalition 
for Veterans Land; the Federation of 
Hillside and Canyon Associations; 
Friends of Westwood; the Pacific Pali-
sades. It is virtually all of west L.A. 
that is saying: Don’t sell this land for 
commercial use. 

What the Department has announced 
is that they intend to make $4 billion 
by selling this land. You and I know 
what is going to go on this land: com-
mercial, office, high-rises because that 
is what you get the money from. It 
would be a travesty. 

One of the things we now know is 
that traumatic brain injury is a major 
injury from this war. We need to build 
on veterans facilities, not take their 
land away. 

So I would say, Senator DEMINT, 
take back this motion. It is the wrong 
thing to do. Administration, I know 
you have a statement saying you op-
pose the amendment, but the city of 
Los Angeles, the county of Los Angeles 
is united. 

So, Madam President, I move to table 
the amendment, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
it is just an interesting note that the 
man who gave this land, the 300-plus 
acres, to veterans was a United States 
Senator at the time, John P. Jones. He 
actually was a Republican from the 
State of Nevada, and he served 30 years 
in the Senate, from 1873 to 1903. So he 
was a 50-percent owner of this land, 
and it was a wonderful gift to the vet-
erans. I think it should not be de-
stroyed. Thank you. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I withdraw my motion to table at this 
time because I know Senator BOXER is 
coming to the floor and wishes to ad-
dress this question, and Senator 
DEMINT may wish to also respond, and 
I will remain and propose the motion 
at a later time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion is withdrawn. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
have come over to the floor, and I am 
a little out of breath because this 
amendment was somewhat of a surprise 
to me, although Senator FEINSTEIN was 
a little worried about it possibly com-
ing. I am sorry Senator DEMINT isn’t 
on the floor at this moment because I 
would like to look him in the eye and 
tell him that his amendment is mis-
guided. It does damage to the veterans 
of this country and the faith they put 
in us. 

As Senator FEINSTEIN eloquently 
stated, and just reiterated to me, the 
individual who gave this land for the 
veterans happened to be a Republican 
from Nevada who wanted to make a 
commitment to our veterans. So here 
we have a circumstance that is so bi-
zarre because this amendment that 
Senator FEINSTEIN wrote, which Sen-
ator DEMINT is trying to pull out of the 
bill, and is now in the bill, is a very 
wise one. It is one that keeps faith 
with the veterans of this country at a 
time when they deserve that support. 

In some ways, I say to my colleagues, 
we have battled many times on this 
floor for California and for the environ-
ment and for women’s rights and all 
the rest. But I remember when another 
administration at another time tried 
to sell the Presidio army base for bil-
lions of dollars, when the people were 
promised it would be a park and it was 
written in legislation that it would be 
a park. That administration said we 
could get billions of dollars. But the 
fact is that certain things you cannot 
put a price on because, in the long run, 
it is the wrong thing to do. In the long 
run, it is wrong in this case to harm 
our veterans. 

Now, here we have this land. As Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN has explained to my 
colleagues, it is in the middle of Los 
Angeles. Land is a precious commodity 
in Los Angeles. We have a huge number 
of veterans who need services in Los 
Angeles—maybe the highest concentra-
tion of veterans in the country. I would 
have to check that out, but I would not 
be surprised; it is certainly one of the 
highest concentrations. Here we are in 
the middle of a war and we all know 
the horrors our soldiers are facing. We 

know there are great unmet needs in 
the Veterans’ Administration all over 
this country, and certainly in Cali-
fornia. For example, we didn’t even 
have a burn unit in California and this 
war has brought so many problems 
with serious burns. 

We finally were able to accommodate 
some beds in San Diego for that pur-
pose. We finally were able to accommo-
date some of those who have lost their 
limbs because they were not able to get 
the services in California. 

This, I say to my friend, Senator 
DEMINT of South Carolina, is not the 
time, not the place, not the moment to 
say to our veterans: You are not impor-
tant; it is more important to have a 
rental car agency here or a movie stu-
dio here. This is not the time to tell 
that to our veterans. They are sacri-
ficing. 

We may have to have a women’s clin-
ic there someday. We may want to ex-
pand services for homeless veterans. 
Those of us who have lived through the 
Vietnam era know that homelessness 
followed our veterans. And still when 
you go on the streets of our cities, 
whether it is San Francisco, Los Ange-
les, or anywhere else, you will find a 
third to 45 percent of our veterans are 
from that era. They are Vietnam-era 
veterans who are homeless and strug-
gle. 

We may need to have job training 
centers for these returning veterans. 
Posttraumatic stress—my senior Sen-
ator made the point that we are now 
learning the depth of the problems we 
have. Is this the time to take this land 
away from the veterans? It is out-
rageous, and it is wrong. 

Senator FEINSTEIN has absolutely 
done the right thing in this bill. I 
praise all of her colleagues on the com-
mittee. I wrote to Mr. Nicholson about 
this issue several months ago saying: 
Why are you doing this? I will ask to 
place that letter in the RECORD in a 
moment. 

Senator FEINSTEIN is right not only 
for our community in southern Cali-
fornia but for the veterans throughout 
this country. 

I sent a letter on June 6, 2007, on this 
subject to the Honorable James Nichol-
son, Department of Veterans Affairs. I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the letter I sent to Sec-
retary Nicholson. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
HART SENATE OFFICE BUILDING, 

Washington, DC, June 6, 2007. 
Hon. R. JAMES NICHOLSON, 
Department of Veterans Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY NICHOLSON: I am writing 
to you regarding the development of the 
West Los Angeles VA property and to urge 
you to ensure that its land and facilities are 
used by and for the veterans of the Los Ange-
les area. 

I believe that two important facts should 
serve as the overriding guidelines for the dis-
cussion about the West LA VA property. 
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First, as has been pointed out many times, 
this property is veterans’ property—given to 
veterans, to be used by veterans—and should 
not in any way be viewed as excess property 
to be sold, leased, or used for other purposes. 
I oppose the use of an Enhanced Use Lease 
for any project at the West LA VA. It is for 
this reason that I fully support Congressman 
Waxman’s and Senator Feinstein’s legisla-
tive efforts to preserve the land for veterans’ 
use. 

The second important fact is that at least 
one million veterans reside within a 50 mile 
radius of the West LA VA property, more 
than in 42 other states combined. When we 
consider that this number continues to grow 
and that the recent additions to the veterans 
rolls are sometimes severely disabled, more 
services rather than fewer services will be 
needed over time. Additionally, a remark-
able number of the homeless population of 
the area are veterans, many of whom suffer 
from substance abuse or mental health prob-
lems. In Los Angeles County alone, it is esti-
mated that at least 18,000 veterans are with-
out shelter or a place to live. A broad range 
of services are desperately needed for them. 

As the master plan for this property is de-
veloped, many people are looking to the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs to use this 
property to support veterans and their needs. 
The veterans of the Los Angeles area benefit 
greatly from the services offered there now, 
and it is crucial that with the increasing 
numbers of returning veterans it remain a 
facility fully committed to serving them— 
they deserve nothing less. 

Sincerely, 
BARBARA BOXER, 

U.S. Senator. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
talked about the fact that at least a 
million veterans reside within a 50- 
mile radius of the west Los Angeles VA 
property, more than in 42 other States 
combined. When we consider that this 
number continues to grow, this is 
clearly the wrong thing to do. 

Let me say that what my colleague 
has done in this bill is in concert with 
everyone in our area. I don’t think she 
or I would walk in and offer an amend-
ment that was a direct blow to a com-
munity in South Carolina. We would 
never do that. That would not be the 
right thing to do. 

The community is opposed to what 
Mr. DEMINT wants to have happen. 
Local government, many veterans, 
from the mayor’s office, to the city 
council, to the board of supervisors, to 
the full congressional delegation, there 
is enormous support for the provision 
that Senator FEINSTEIN has placed in 
this bill. Dozens of local veterans 
groups are in support of her provision. 

I am going to read some of these sup-
porters because I want to give a sense 
to my colleagues that they should 
stick with us on this issue because Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN’s language that she got 
placed in this bill is strongly sup-
ported. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the entire list. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

County of Los Angeles; City of Los Ange-
les; Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky, Chairman, 
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors; 
Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 

Representative Henry Waxman; Blair House; 
Brentwood Community Council; Brentwood 
Homeowners Association; Cahuenga Pass 
Neighborhood Association; Citizens for Vet-
erans Rights; Coalition of Homeowner Asso-
ciations-Council District 5; Coalition for 
Veterans Land; Federation of Hillside and 
Canyon Associations; Friends of Westwood; 
Holmby Hills Homeowners Association; 
Holmby Westwood Property Owners Associa-
tion; Mandeville Canyon Association; Pacific 
Palisades Chamber of Commerce; Pacific 
Palisades Community Council; Pacific Pali-
sades Residents Association. 

Roscomare Valley Association; Santa 
Monica Canyon Civic Association; Save 
Westwood Village; St. Paul the Apostle 
Catholic Parish; Sullivan Canyon Home-
owners Association; Representative Howard 
Berman; Representative Jane Harman; Rep-
resentative Brad Sherman; L.A. City Council 
President Eric Garcetti; L.A. City Council 
Member Jack Weiss; L.A. City Council Mem-
ber Bill Rosendahl; State Senator Sheila 
Kuehl; Assemblyman Mike Feuer; 
Assemblywoman Karen Bass; 
Assemblywoman Julia Brownlee; Santa 
Monica Mayor Richard Bloom; Santa Monica 
Councilman Bobby Shriver; Former Los An-
geles Mayor Richard Riordan; Former 
Assemblywoman Fran Pavley; AMVETS 
Post 2; AMVETS Post 116. 

American Legion Post 123; VFW Post 875; 
Vietnam Veterans of America Chapter 446; 
Bel-Air Association; Beverly Glen Associa-
tion; Tract 7260 Homeowners Association; 
West L.A. Chamber of Commerce; West L.A. 
Neighborhood Council; West of Westwood 
Homeowners Association; Westside Neigh-
borhood Council; Veterans Park Conser-
vancy; Westwood Gardens Civic Association; 
Westwood Hills Property Owners Associa-
tion; Westwood Homeowners Association; 
Westwood South of Santa Monica Home-
owners Association. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
will name a few. The County of Los An-
geles, the city of Los Angeles, Rep-
resentative WAXMAN, and every other 
Representative from that area; HOWARD 
BERMAN, HARMAN, SHERMAN, the L.A. 
City Council president, State Senator 
Sheila Kuehl, all those local folks, 
former Los Angeles Mayor Riordan, 
AMVETS Post 2, AMVETS Post 116, 
American Legion Post 123, VFW Post 
875, Vietnam Veterans of America 
Chapter 446, and then a slew of home-
owners associations, including the Coa-
lition of Homeowner Associations 
Council District 5, the Coalition for 
Veterans Land, Friends of Westwood, 
and it goes on and on. 

Then we have the religious commu-
nity: St. Paul the Apostle Catholic par-
ish. We have the chamber of commerce. 
We have the neighborhood council. It 
just goes on. The park conservancy, 
the civic association. The administra-
tion is wrong to take this action. 

Senator FEINSTEIN is right. She men-
tioned colleagues on the committee 
who were very helpful to her. It is very 
important to note that she moved in a 
very bipartisan way. 

In conclusion, I thank my colleague, 
Senator FEINSTEIN, for withdrawing 
her motion to table to give me this op-
portunity to express myself because I 
think what she did was so important, 
and certainly she spoke for both of us 
when she did it. 

I hope she will make this motion to 
table at the appropriate time, and we 

can table this amendment and send a 
message tonight to the veterans across 
this country that we stand with them. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Madam President, I join 

Senator FEINSTEIN and Senator BOXER 
in their efforts to preserve this prop-
erty in west Los Angeles as a VA facil-
ity and not turn it over to developers. 
This is commensurate with the deed 
that originally granted this property 
to the United States back in 1888. The 
deed reads as follows: 

Whereas, by an act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1887, to provide for the location and 
erection of a branch home for the disabled 
volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Moun-
tains, the board of managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers are au-
thorized, empowered, and directed to locate, 
establish, construct and permanently main-
tain a branch of said National Home for Dis-
abled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The purpose of this donation and the 
purpose that has been preserved over 
these many years has been to provide a 
place where veterans can be hospital-
ized, and it has become part of not only 
the Veterans’ Administration system, 
it has become part of the culture of the 
community of Los Angeles. 

The purpose of the original deed has 
been reaffirmed numerous times. It was 
reaffirmed in 2002 by then-VA Sec-
retary Anthony Principi when he vis-
ited the site and when he issued a May 
2004 decision regarding plans for the 
modernization of VA facilities nation-
wide. In fact, a document released by 
the VA previewing the September 6, 
2005, Capital Asset Realignment for En-
hanced Services—the CARES process— 
of the local advisory panel meeting re-
garding the west L.A. VA site states 
the following: 

It is important that the VA preserve the 
integrity of the land originally granted for 
use as an old Soldier’s home. 

And that is the purpose of the lan-
guage included in the appropriations 
bill by Senator FEINSTEIN. 

The CARES process was akin to the 
BRAC process used for the military, 
going around and looking at the uses of 
all the Veterans’ Administration facili-
ties around the country and concluding 
what is the best and highest purpose. 

It is terribly important that the con-
clusion of this panel, very recently, is 
that it is important that the VA pre-
serve the integrity of the land origi-
nally granted for use as an Old Sol-
diers’ Home. That is what Senator 
FEINSTEIN proposes to do, and it would 
be undercut by the amendment of Sen-
ator DEMINT. 

I join Senator FEINSTEIN and Senator 
BOXER as they are trying not only to 
preserve the integrity of this land but 
also to preserve the integrity of the 
community of west Los Angeles. 

I had occasion to drive by this area, 
and I will stand corrected by the local 
geographic experts, but it is a place of 
open space and tranquility in a very 
large metropolitan area. So it is a 
value beyond the VA system; it is a 
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value to the community of Los Ange-
les. That is why there is a huge number 
of supporters of this initiative by Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN and Senator BOXER: the 
County of Los Angeles, the city of Los 
Angeles, Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky, 
chairman of the Los Angeles County 
Board of Supervisors, Mayor Antonio 
Villaraigosa, Representative WAXMAN, 
our colleagues in the House—all these 
individuals are standing shoulder to 
shoulder on this issue. This is con-
sistent with the original donation of 
the land. It is consistent with the eval-
uation of the Veterans’ Administration 
as to how they should use the land, and 
it is consistent with the community of 
Los Angeles. 

I applaud and commend the Senators 
from California for their efforts. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 

I particularly thank Chairman REED 
for putting this provision in the bill. I 
am very grateful. I am also very grate-
ful for his defense of it today. 

I thank my friend and colleague, Sen-
ator BOXER, for her help on the floor, 
for her support, and for her continuous 
advocacy on behalf of California. 

The bottom line is, would you sell 
the National Mall for profit? Would 
you sell Roosevelt Island for profit? 
Would you sell any part of the federal 
highway system for profit? Why would 
you take land that has been dedicated 
for veterans purposes and lease it out 
for profit when we know, as Senator 
BOXER said, we have thousands of 
homeless veterans, and right now there 
is a proposal moving forward to pos-
sibly build some homeless units for 
veterans on that facility? 

This land was deeded to the Federal 
Government, a huge amount of land, 
for the purpose of veterans, not for Fox 
movie studios, not for Enterprise, or 
whatever car rental agency, but for 
veterans in a city with the largest 
number of veterans in the United 
States, and over 322,000 veterans en-
rolled to use that facility, with a hos-
pital of 1,000 beds on that facility. You 
are going to begin to lease out that 
land? 

I think it is terrible, just terrible. 
The next step would be the National 
Mall. We ought to resist this effort. 
There are a lot of ways to make 
money, but I think the worst way is to 
make money off veterans at this point 
in time. 

I very much resist this amendment. I 
join with my friend and colleague, Sen-
ator BOXER, in resisting the amend-
ment. I join with the committee chair-
man in resisting this amendment. I 
join with the ranking member of the 
committee in resisting this amend-
ment. I hope there will be a very strong 
vote. 

Madam President, I ask for the yeas 
and nays, and I move to table the 
amendment. 

Once again, I will withdraw my mo-
tion to table for the greater good of 

getting a unanimous consent agree-
ment, I hope. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
be the only first-degree amendments 
remaining in order to H.R. 2642, that 
they be subject to second-degree 
amendments which are relevant to the 
amendment to which it is offered, that 
no other amendments be in order: Fein-
gold amendment No. 2661, Obama 
amendment No. 2658, McCaskill amend-
ment No. 2660, Hutchison amendment 
No. 2681, Coleman amendment relating 
to conventions, Sanders amendment 
No. 2664, Tester amendment No. 2669, 
Salazar amendment No. 2662, Murray 
amendment No. 2677, Landrieu amend-
ment No. 2679, Stabenow amendment 
No. 2680, Stevens/Inouye amendment 
No. 2682, Allard amendment relating to 
VA land transfer in Denver, the pend-
ing DeMint amendment, and the Brown 
amendment No. 2673; that when the 
Senate resumes consideration of the 
bill on Thursday, the only amendments 
remaining for disposition be No. 2664, 
No. 2662, No. 2673, and the Coleman 
amendment relating to conventions, 
and passage, with no further debate or 
motions in order except for debate 
specified in an order related to the vote 
sequence; that upon disposition of all 
amendments, the bill be read a third 
time and the Senate proceed to vote on 
passage of the bill; that upon passage, 
the Senate insist on its amendment, re-
quest a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
and the Chair be authorized to appoint 
conferees, with the previous order re-
lating to points of order remaining in 
effect with respect to this bill; that 
upon disposition of H.R. 2642, the Sen-
ate then proceed to the consideration 
of Calendar No. 265, H.R. 2764, the 
State, Foreign Operations Appropria-
tions Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, if I can inquire for clarification, 
what this really means, then, is that 
we will have one vote tonight on the 
pending DeMint issue, and the other re-
maining four amendments and final 
passage would occur without other in-
tervening business tomorrow morning; 
is that correct? 

Mr. REED. That is correct. 
Mr. LOTT. Thank you very much. 

That is basically what you just read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
Mr. LOTT. And for the sake of one 

other issue under my reservation, I 
would like to ask that a quorum be put 

in place, just temporarily. So I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the quorum call? 

Hearing no objection, it is so ordered. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Is there objection to the unanimous 
consent request? 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I ask that one ad-
ditional amendment be added to the 
list to be voted on tomorrow, Thurs-
day. It would be the McConnell amend-
ment No. 2666. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Is there objection to the re-
quest to modify? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from California is recog-

nized. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 

I move to table amendment No. 2642, 
the DeMint amendment. If I might cor-
rect that, it is 2686, the DeMint amend-
ment. 

I move to table and I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

motion. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), 
the Senator from New York (Mrs. CLIN-
TON), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD), the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN), and the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Kansas (Mr. BROWNBACK), the 
Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAIG), the 
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
GRAHAM), and the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 66, 
nays 25, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 312 Leg.] 

YEAS—66 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Brown 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Corker 
Cornyn 

Dole 
Domenici 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gregg 
Harkin 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 

Lieberman 
Lott 
Martinez 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Smith 
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Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 

Stevens 
Tester 
Warner 

Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—25 

Allard 
Barrasso 
Bennett 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Ensign 
Enzi 
Feingold 
Grassley 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Inhofe 
Kyl 
Lugar 

McConnell 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sununu 
Thune 
Vitter 
Voinovich 

NOT VOTING—9 

Biden 
Brownback 
Clinton 

Craig 
Dodd 
Graham 

Lincoln 
McCain 
Obama 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I move to 

reconsider the vote, and lay that mo-
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise to first of all say I am sure I am 
going to be supporting this underlying 
bill; military construction is such a 
critical component of our overall de-
fense programs. But there is a collat-
eral issue I would like to address for a 
minute. I, first of all, ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
an article from the Moody Air Force 
Base newspaper from February 1 of this 
year. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Air Force Print News Today, Feb. 

1, 2007] 
MOODY OPENS DOORS TO NEW HOUSING 

(By Tech. Sgt. Parker Gyokeres) 
MOODY AIR FORCE BASE, GA.—Team Moody 

celebrated the completion of the first new 
single family housing units with a ribbon 
cutting ceremony Jan. 31, at the new Mag-
nolia Grove Housing area. 

The $52 million project provides 383 three 
and four-bedroom homes in Magnolia Grove, 
each with no less than 1,630 square feet of 
space. 

Dignitaries attending the ribbon cutting 
ceremony included Maj. Gen. Del Eulberg, 
Air Force Civil Engineer, Col. Joe Callahan, 
23rd Wing commander, and leadership from 
American Eagle Communities LLC. 

‘‘This is a big day for the Airmen and fami-
lies of Team Moody,’’ said Colonel Callahan. 
‘‘The Magnolia Grove homes are the nicest 
base housing units I have ever seen in the 31 
years I have been living in base housing. 
Moody Family Housing has created a com-
munity that any Airman would be proud to 
live in.’’ Moody Family Housing is a 50-year, 
joint public-private partnership between 
American Eagle Communities and the U.S. 
Air Force. 

‘‘The partnership is intended to improve 
standards of living for current and future 
base housing residents,’’ said Louis Screws, 
23rd Civil Engineer Squadron housing flight 
chief. 

The homes are fully owned and maintained 
by American Eagle under rules agreed to in 
the project’s transaction documents. 

‘‘The Air Force benefits because they re-
ceive quality new housing without the up- 
front money a military construction con-
tract requires,’’ said Mr. Screws. ‘‘American 
Eagle can use private sector financing and 
private resources to build these homes fast-
er, better and more economically using local 
codes and standards.’’ 

The units are built with an all-metal fram-
ing system that arrives partially assembled 
in a kit for a single home. It takes only four 
days for a team of eight workers to frame an 
entire house, said Rich Safranic, Moody 
Family Housing quality assurance director. 

By using all-metal construction, the mate-
rials are less expensive to transport, strong-
er than wood, will not burn and can be recy-
cled easily, said Mr. Safranic. 

American Eagle plans to use this construc-
tion technique for every home in Magnolia 
Grove, and with an average of five homes a 
week arriving at the site, every time-saving 
measure is essential, added the quality as-
surance inspector. 

Moody Family Housing expects to hand 
over an average of one house a day to Air 
Force inspectors for certification, said 
Naomi Hendricks, Moody Family Housing 
project director. The construction on Mag-
nolia Grove housing is scheduled to be com-
pleted this December. 

The first residents of Magnolia Grove will 
be the 94 families currently residing in the 
‘‘Courts’’ townhouses of the Quiet Pines 
housing area.These units are scheduled to be 
demolished as the residents are relocated. 
MFH will then use the land for new senior 
leadership housing, said Mr. Screws. 

American Eagle purchased 700 acres of pea-
nut farmland along the southern edge of 
Moody. There will be 383 single-family units 
built on 150 acres of this property. The 
American Eagle Communities has perma-
nently donated approximately 200 acres to 
the Banks Lake Wildlife Refuge Area. The 
remaining 350 acres are being set aside for 
future base-housing growth. 

‘‘We are the first major installation to ac-
complish the goal of creating a new commu-
nity using a privatized partnership like 
this,’’ said Lowell Klepper, 23rd CES deputy 
base civil engineer. ‘‘Moody has been work-
ing towards this point for more than 20 
years.’’ 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. I note for the 
record that after 4 years of work on a 
housing privatization contract and the 
millions spent, exactly two houses 
have been built. This article talks 
about a celebration at Moody Air Force 
base upon the completion of these two 
homes. The problem is, neither one of 
these two houses has ever been occu-
pied, and the privatization issue at 
Moody has developed into a real mess. 

The Air Force entered into a real es-
tate transaction with Carabetta Enter-
prises Inc. for privatized housing at 
Moody Air Force Base. The estimated 
cost of the project has exceeded avail-
able funding by $25 million, and the 
project lender stopped funding in 
March of 2007 to prevent all funds from 
being expended. At least three other 
Air Force bases—Patrick Air Force 
base in Florida, Little Rock Air Force 
base in Arkansas, and Hanscom Air 
Force base in Massachusetts—have 
similar contracting delays with 
privatized housing projects associated 
with this same contractor. 

Despite having declared bankruptcy 
in the 1990s and supposedly being em-
broiled in a series of previous lawsuits 
over Government contracts, the 
Carabetta organization was allowed to 
form a new joint entity, American 
Eagle Communities LLC, and has won 
Government contracts in five States 
for a total $3.3 billion. American Eagle 
won the $50 million contract for the 

Moody Air Force Base Magnolia Grove 
privatized housing project, hired one of 
its principals to be the general con-
tractor, and now has left dozens of 
local subcontractors unpaid for 
months, resulting in numerous liens 
being filed, a complete lockdown of the 
site, and millions of dollars in unpaid 
bills to local subcontractors. 

There has been concern that we have 
1,000 new personnel who are going to be 
coming into Moody by 2009 under the 
BRAC, and this housing project is spe-
cifically designed to accommodate the 
influx. I have written two letters to the 
Air Force expressing my concern and 
inquiring about the delay and the in-
tended plan of action. In response, the 
Air Force has said that because it has 
no legal agreements with the con-
tractor, issues of nonpayment between 
the contractor and subcontractors 
must be resolved through the legal sys-
tem. 

That is not an acceptable answer. 
The Air Force is a contractor. This di-
rectly affects the quality of life of Air 
Force personnel at Moody Air Force 
Base as well as the other bases that 
have contracts with this particular 
contractor. Air Force personnel are 
suffering because of the poor perform-
ance of this contractor, and the Air 
Force should have been more proactive 
to fix this problem before we got to 
this point. 

I have several questions on this issue 
that have yet to be answered. I am spe-
cifically asking the Air Force to an-
swer: First, what were the factors con-
tributing to the decision to award 
Carabetta Enterprises, Inc. this con-
tract, given their known previous de-
faults and bankruptcy declarations? 
Secondly, is the Air Force currently 
taking steps to terminate this contract 
and, if so, what steps are they taking 
and, if not, why not? Thirdly, what is 
the plan for housing the incoming Air 
Force personnel slated to live in the 
new quarters at Moody Air Force base 
as well as the other bases that are af-
fected by the default of this con-
tractor? 

In my opinion, this issue is also ripe 
for an IG investigation to figure out 
exactly what went wrong, why this 
contractor was awarded a $3.3 billion 
contract for privatized housing, cov-
ering five States, work on all of which 
has been halted. 

I urge the Air Force’s expeditious at-
tention and resolution of this issue. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to 

bring up several amendments for con-
sideration. These amendments have 
been cleared on both sides of the aisle. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2661 
I call up amendment No. 2661 for Sen-

ator FEINGOLD regarding a VA mental 
health GAO report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. FEINGOLD, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2661. 
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Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 

that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a report from the Comp-

troller General on the adequacy of mental 
health care services provided by the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the De-
partment of Defense to female members of 
the Armed Forces and female veterans) 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. (a) ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL 
HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR FEMALE 
SERVICEMEMBERS AND VETERANS.—The Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct an assessment of the adequacy of 
the mental health care services provided by 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and the 
Department of Defense to female members of 
the Armed Forces and female veterans to 
meet the mental health care needs of such 
members and veterans. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than September 1, 
2008, the Comptroller General shall submit to 
the Subcommittees referred to in section 407 
a report on the assessment required by sub-
section (a). 

Mr. REED. I know of no further de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2661) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2658 
Mr. REED. I call up amendment No. 

2658 for Senator OBAMA. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. OBAMA, proposes an amendment num-
bered 2658. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide that none of the funds 

appropriated or otherwise made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a 
contract in an amount greater than 
$5,000,000 or to award a grant in excess of 
such amount unless the prospective con-
tractor or grantee makes certain certifi-
cations regarding Federal tax liability) 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act may 
be used to enter into a contract in an 
amount greater than $5,000,000 or to award a 
grant in excess of such amount unless the 
prospective contractor or grantee certifies in 
writing to the agency awarding the contract 
or grant that the contractor or grantee has 
filed all Federal tax returns required during 
the three years preceding the certification, 
has not been convicted of a criminal offense 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
has not been notified of any unpaid Federal 
tax assessment for which the liability re-
mains unsatisfied unless the assessment is 

the subject of an installment agreement or 
offer in compromise that has been approved 
by the Internal Revenue Service and is not 
in default or the assessment is the subject of 
a non-frivolous administrative or judicial ap-
peal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

Mr. REED. I know of no further de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2658) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2660 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 2660 for Senator 
MCCASKILL regarding the VA Inspector 
General Web site. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mrs. MCCASKILL, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2660. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide a mechanism by which 

individuals can report to the Inspector 
General of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs cases of waste, fraud, or abuse with 
respect to the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs) 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ANONYMOUS REPORTING OF 
WASTE, FRAUD, OR ABUSE.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs shall establish and 
maintain on the homepage of the Internet 
website of the Office of Inspector General a 
mechanism by which individuals can anony-
mously report cases of waste, fraud, or abuse 
with respect to the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

(b) LINK TO OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
FROM HOMEPAGE OF DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall establish 
and maintain on the homepage of the Inter-
net website of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs a direct link to the Internet website 
of the Office of Inspector General of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2660) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2677 

Mr. REED. I call up amendment No. 
2677 for Senator MURRAY regarding the 

transfer of funds from the VA to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to train psychologists. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mrs. MURRAY, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2677. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To authorize the Secretary of Vet-

erans Affairs to transfer funds to the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to 
train psychologists) 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF 
FUNDS TO SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES TO TRAIN PSYCHOLOGISTS.—Upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs that such action is in the national in-
terest, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
may transfer not more than $5,000,000 to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services for 
the Graduate Psychology Education Pro-
gram to support increased training of psy-
chologists skilled in the treatment of post- 
traumatic stress disorder, traumatic brain 
injury, and related disorders. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF TRANSFERRED 
FUNDS.—The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services may only use funds transferred 
under this section for the purposes described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall notify Congress of any 
such transfer of funds under this section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2677) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2679 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 2679 for Senator 
LANDRIEU regarding a report on the 
progress of the veterans hospital in 
New Orleans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Ms. LANDRIEU, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2679. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require reports on the recon-

struction of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs Medical Center, New Orleans, Lou-
isiana) 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 
OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
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(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
a report on the current status of the recon-
struction of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana. Each report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations a report setting forth the rec-
ommendation of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center being reconstructed in New 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment (No. 2679) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2680 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2680 for Senators 
STABENOW and LEVIN renaming a clinic 
located in Alpena, MI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Ms. STABENOW and Mr. LEVIN, proposes an 
amendment numbered 2680. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To designate the Department of 

Veterans Affairs clinic located in Alpena, 
Michigan, as the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel 
Clement C. Van Wagoner Department of 
Veterans Affairs Clinic’’) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. lll. LIEUTENANT COLONEL CLEMENT C. 

VAN WAGONER DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS CLINIC. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The Department of Vet-
erans Affairs clinic located in Alpena, Michi-

gan, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement C. Van Wag-
oner Department of Veterans Affairs Clinic’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs clinic referred to in 
subsection (a) shall be deemed to be a ref-
erence to the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement 
C. Van Wagoner Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Clinic’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2680) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2681 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2681 for Senator 
HUTCHISON regarding a clinic lease in 
Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mrs. HUTCHISON, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2681. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
At the appropriate place in the bill, insert: 
SEC . The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

may carry out a major medical facility lease 
in fiscal year 2008 in an amount not to ex-
ceed $12,000,000 to implement the rec-
ommendations outlined in the August, 2007 
Study of South Texas Veterans’ Inpatient 
and Specialty Outpatient Health Care Needs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2681) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2669 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2669 for Senators TEST-
ER, BROWN, MCCASKILL, SALAZAR, JOHN-
SON, and BYRD regarding the VA mile-
age reimbursement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 
for Mr. TESTER, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. JOHNSON, and Mr. BYRD, 
proposes an amendment numbered 2669. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide, with an offset, an addi-

tional $125,000,000 for the Veterans Bene-
ficiary Travel Program) 
On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-
ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby 
increased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
title under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, 
as increased by subsection (a), $125,000,000 
shall be available for the Veterans Bene-
ficiary Travel Program. The amount avail-
able for the Veterans Beneficiary Travel Pro-
gram under this subsection is in addition to 
any other amounts available for that pro-
gram under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for the 
Veterans Health Administration under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby 
decreased by $125,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2669) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2682 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2682 for Senators STE-
VENS and INOUYE regarding a VA rural 
health report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. STEVENS, for himself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, and Mr. INOUYE, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 2682. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require a report on access to 

medical services provided by the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs to veterans who 
live in remote rural areas) 
On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 227. (a) REPORT ON ACCESS TO MEDICAL 

SERVICES PROVIDED BY DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS TO VETERANS IN REMOTE 
RURAL AREAS.—Not later than six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report set-
ting forth the following: 

(1) A description of the following: 
(A) The unique challenges and costs faced 

by veterans in remote rural areas of contig-
uous and non-contiguous States when ob-
taining medical services from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

(B) The need to improve access to locally- 
administered care for veterans who reside in 
remote rural areas. 

(C) The need to fund alternative sources of 
medical services— 

(i) in areas where facilities of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs are not accessible 
to veterans without leaving such areas; and 

(ii) in cases in which receipt of medical 
services by a veteran in a facility of the De-
partment requires transportation of such 
veteran by air due to geographic and 
infrastructural constraints. 

(2) An assessment of the potential for in-
creasing local access to medical services for 
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veterans in remote rural areas of contiguous 
and non-contiguous States through strategic 
partnerships with other government and 
local private health care providers. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives; 
and 

(2) the Subcommittees referred to in sec-
tion 407. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2682) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2688 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 

amendment No. 2688 for Senator AL-
LARD regarding a land transfer to the 
VA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 

for Mr. ALLARD, proposes an amendment 
numbered 2688. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To authorize the Secretary of the 

Interior to modify certain instruments to 
allow the City of Aurora, State of Colo-
rado, to convey to the United States cer-
tain non-Federal land to be used by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs for the con-
struction of a veterans medical facility) 
At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. ll. (a) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘City’’ means the City of Au-

rora, Colorado. 
(2) The term ‘‘deed’’ means the quitclaim 

deed— 
(A) conveyed by the Secretary to the City; 

and 
(B) dated May 24, 1999. 
(3) The term ‘‘non-Federal land’’ means— 
(A) parcel I of the Fitzsimons Army Med-

ical Center, Colorado; and 
(B) the parcel of land described in the deed. 
(4) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-

retary of the Interior. 
(b)(1) In accordance with paragraph (2), and 

subject to each term and condition required 
under paragraph (3), to allow the City to con-
vey to the United States the non-Federal 
land to be used by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs for the construction of a veterans 
medical facility, the Secretary may execute 
such instruments as determined by the Sec-
retary to be necessary to modify or release 
any condition under which the non-Federal 
land would revert to the United States. 

(2) In carrying out paragraph (1), with re-
spect to the non-Federal land, the Secretary 
shall alter— 

(A) each provision of the deed relating to a 
reversionary interest of the United States; 
and 

(B) any other reversionary interest of the 
United States 
to authorize the use of the property to in-
clude use as a veterans’ facility in addition 
to use for recreational purposes. 

(3) The Secretary shall carry out para-
graph (1) subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary to protect the interests of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
debate? 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment (No. 2688) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. REED. Unless my colleague has 
anything to say, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FORT MONMOUTH 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

would like to take a few moments to 
discuss an important issue with the 
manager of this bill, Senator REED, and 
with my colleague from New Jersey, 
Senator MENENDEZ. 

Mr. REED. I am happy to discuss this 
issue with my colleagues from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I thank the Sen-
ator. I would like to first thank the 
Senator and Senator HUTCHISON for 
putting together a good bill. Everyone 
in this body agrees that we must sup-
port the men and women of the mili-
tary while they are serving overseas 
and when they return home, and I be-
lieve this appropriations bill meets 
that demand. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
agree and I support this legislation as 
well. It will provide critical money to 
make sure our veterans are given the 
health care they deserve. 

Mr. REED. I thank the Senators from 
New Jersey. We have no greater re-
sponsibility than to our veterans, and I 
am proud of the bill we were able to 
complete in committee and now offer 
on the floor. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 
this bill also strengthens our military 
bases, providing money for military 
construction efforts and improvements 
at bases, and to support projects re-
lated to the Defense Base Realignment 
and Closure Act of 2005, known as 
BRAC. While I support strengthening 
our bases and their overall infrastruc-
ture, some disturbing information has 
come to light about the BRAC process 
and the closing of the Fort Monmouth 
Army base in New Jersey since our Ap-
propriations Committee completed 
work on this bill that warrants our im-
mediate attention. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, 
fighting wars involves not just the men 
and women on the ground overseas but 

also dedicated workers here at home. It 
depends on the training and research 
done at military bases like Fort Mon-
mouth. Fort Monmouth provides intel-
ligence and reconnaissance support for 
our Armed Forces, making them more 
effective fighters and protecting their 
lives. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Fort Monmouth 
researchers also develop critical tech-
nology for our Armed Forces, such as 
‘‘Warlock Jammers,’’ which were engi-
neered at Fort Monmouth and modified 
for use in Iraq. This equipment emits 
radio frequencies that interfere with 
the signals that set off improvised ex-
plosive devices known as IEDs. The 
military was able to deploy them with-
in 60 days of their development, and 
they started saving American lives. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I agree 
that great work has been done at Fort 
Monmouth to support our military and 
it deserves recognition. Fort Mon-
mouth has played an important role in 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and 
the men and women working there are 
to be commended. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. The BRAC Commis-
sion knew about that important work 
and wanted to make sure our troops in 
the field would not be harmed by clos-
ing the base. They included a require-
ment that the Secretary of Defense 
issue a report to Congress proving that 
‘‘movement of organizations, func-
tions, or activities from Fort Mon-
mouth to Aberdeen Proving Ground 
will be accomplished without disrup-
tion of their support to the Global War 
on Terrorism.’’ 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Yet more than 2 
years after the BRAC Commission 
vote, the administration has failed to 
produce this report. To make matters 
worse, the Army is trying to move per-
sonnel out of Fort Monmouth now, be-
fore it has even considered the effect 
on our Armed Forces. Before the Army 
starts to shift work out of Fort Mon-
mouth, we need to know that it won’t 
hurt our troops. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. When we raised 
concerns about this to the Army, it 
halted the transfer and our under-
standing was that the Army would wait 
until the report required by BRAC was 
completed. But now the Army has re-
versed course and plans to start trans-
ferring people soon. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. This is simply 
unacceptable. No personnel should be 
transferred out of Fort Monmouth 
until the Department of Defense has 
submitted the report to Congress prov-
ing that the closure of Fort Monmouth 
will not hurt troops in the field. 

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator for 
his thoughts. It is my understanding 
that the Army plans to issue a report 
on Fort Monmouth by the end of the 
year. I can also assure my colleagues 
from New Jersey that the Senate 
Armed Services Committee as the au-
thorizing committee will continue its 
oversight of the BRAC process. 

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise to 
offer for the RECORD, the Budget Com-
mittee’s official scoring of H.R. 2642, 
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the Military Construction and Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Appropria-
tions Act for fiscal year 2008. 

The bill, as reported by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, provides 
$64.745 billion in discretionary budget 
authority for fiscal year 2008, which 
will result in new outlays of $38.327 bil-
lion. When outlays from prior-year 
budget authority are taken into ac-
count, discretionary outlays for the 
bill will total $55.001 billion. 

The Senate-reported bill is at its sec-
tion 302(b) allocation for budget au-
thority and $20 million below its allo-
cation for outlays. No points of order 
lie against the committee-reported 
bill. 

I commend the distinguished chair-
man of the Military Construction and 
Department of Veterans Affairs Appro-
priations Subcommittee for bringing 
this legislation before the Senate. I ask 
unanimous consent that the table dis-
playing the Budget Committee scoring 
of the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

H.R. 2642, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIATIONS, 2008 

[Spending comparisons—Senate reported bill (in millions of dollars)] 

Defense General 
purpose Total 

Senate-Reported Bill: 
Budget Authority ......................... 21,556 43,189 64,745 
Outlays ........................................ 13,302 41,699 55,001 

Senate 302(b) allocation: 
Budget Authority ......................... ................ ................ 64,745 
Outlays ........................................ ................ ................ 55,021 

House-passed bill: 
Budget Authority ......................... 21,371 43,374 64,745 
Outlays ........................................ 13,259 41,573 54,832 

President’s Request: 
Budget Authority ......................... 22,071 38,672 60,743 
Outlays ........................................ 13,264 39,120 52,384 

Senate-Reported Bill Compared To: 
Senate 302(b) allocation: 

Budget Authority ......................... ................ ................ 0 
Outlays ........................................ ................ ................ ¥20 

House-passed bill: 
Budget Authority ......................... 185 ¥185 0 
Outlays ........................................ 43 126 169 

President’s Request: 
Budget Authority ......................... ¥515 4,517 4,002 
Outlays ........................................ 38 2,579 2,617 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I express 
my strong support for the level of fund-
ing provided for the Department of 
Veterans Affairs in the pending Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs 
appropriations bill for fiscal year 2008. 
I also take this opportunity to con-
gratulate Senators REED, BYRD, and 
the other members of the committee 
for their hard work on this measure. 

This bill truly reflects our commit-
ment to fully fund veterans’ health 
care and benefits. Indeed, the bill be-
fore us closely tracks the level of fund-
ing recommended by the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee in our Views and Esti-
mates to the Budget Committee. This 
legislation would provide a $6.5 billion 
increase for VA health care over last 
year, $3.6 billion more than the Presi-
dent requested. This represents the 
largest increase in funding ever for VA 
health care. I am very pleased that 
there are additional funds included in 
this amount for the treatment of trau-
matic brain injuries, TBI, and for VA 

mental health programs, to treat the 
‘‘invisible wounds’’ that many veterans 
suffer from after serving in combat. 
These are two areas of vital impor-
tance to servicemembers returning 
from Operations Iraqi and Enduring 
Freedom. 

I also thank the Military Construc-
tion-VA Appropriations Subcommittee 
members for their support of the VA 
Office of Inspector General. The $16 
million increase for the OIG will enable 
that office to continue conducting ex-
tremely valuable oversight of VA. The 
VA inspector general has consistently 
been vitally important to the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee in the execution of 
our oversight responsibilities. The OIG 
is the central gear in VA’s internal 
controls and quality assurance mecha-
nism. 

I would like to take this opportunity 
to raise the issue of Priority 8—so- 
called middle-income—veterans and 
their current exclusion from the VA 
health care system. The majority 
members of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, in our Views and Estimates, 
endorsed re-opening enrollment to 
these veterans. That recommendation 
was followed. The omnibus health care 
authorization bill recently reported 
out by the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee contains a provision that would 
allow these veterans back into VA. We 
would fully allow the VA Secretary to 
close enrollment off at any time. It is 
my view that adequate funding to re- 
open enrollment exists. 

I want to also express my strong sup-
port for the $21.5 billion in funding for 
military construction projects included 
in this bill. This bill fully funds the ad-
ministration’s request for BRAC and 
the President’s Grow the Force Initia-
tive. It also includes the much needed 
funding necessary to repair and main-
tain the military facilities that are so 
critically important to the readiness 
and well-being of the Armed Forces. I 
am particularly in support of the bill’s 
inclusion of $929 million for National 
Guard and Reserve construction. We 
have asked our National Guard and Re-
serve troops to commit significant sac-
rifices for this Nation and we should be 
prepared to provide these brave men 
and women the support they need to 
fulfill their duties. 

I thank Senator REED and the other 
subcommittee members for their work 
on this bill and for sending the right 
message to both our Nation’s veterans 
and those currently serving. We have 
made a commitment to providing sup-
port both before and after active serv-
ice, and this measure honors that com-
mitment. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port swift passage of the legislation be-
fore us today. 

Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-
dent, I rise today to speak about a crit-
ical issue regarding Iraq and Afghani-
stan veterans’ health care needs. Amer-
ica’s Armed Forces are sustaining at-
tacks by rocket-propelled grenades, 
improvised explosive devices, and land 
mines almost daily in Iraq and Afghan-

istan. These injured soldiers require 
specialized care from providers experi-
enced in treating their unique health 
challenges. These blast injuries result 
from the complex pressure waves gen-
erated by an explosion. Air-filled or-
gans such as the ear, lung, and other 
organs surrounded by fluid-filled cav-
ities such as the brain and spinal cord 
are especially susceptible. 

Earlier this year, I visited with a sol-
dier named Mack Richards who sus-
tained blast wounds to his wrist and 
ankle in Iraq, as well as traumatic 
brain injury, or TBI. This soldier re-
counted to me his difficulty and frus-
tration in receiving treatment for his 
brain injury. He was left at an army 
base far from home for months before 
he was sent back to his family and fi-
nally received therapy from our local 
rehabilitation facility. 

Congress has been assured that vet-
erans with brain and other complex in-
juries are able to access the specialized 
treatment they need. However, Mack’s 
story is not unique, and I think the 
time has come to question what role 
the underutilized capacity in civilian 
rehab can play. That is not to devalue 
VA efforts and the great facilities the 
VA has to offer, but to ask how civilian 
providers can complement VA facilities 
and improve the care afforded our vet-
erans returning from Iraq and Afghani-
stan. 

The large numbers of traumatic 
brain injury survivors returning home 
from war highlights the need to lever-
age all of the resources available to us 
for the successful treatment and reha-
bilitation of our injured troops. Tap-
ping into existing civilian TBI research 
and treatment capacity can help im-
prove outcomes and supplement the 
care systems being developed at both 
the Department of Defense and the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

This is an issue which I know can stir 
up sensitivities given the diversity of 
our veteran population. I want to make 
it clear that I am fully committed, as 
are many of my colleagues, to ensuring 
the VA has the resources and strength 
to offer sustainable and top quality 
care for every American veteran. That 
said, the public and civilian sectors 
must come together to meet the needs 
of our newest generation of wounded 
warriors. This is not unprecedented. In 
the past, the Department of Defense 
and the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs have contracted with civilian cli-
nicians and providers to make up the 
TBI continuum of care. 

The VA has shown tremendous effort 
in addressing the needs of our return-
ing troops, given the enormous chal-
lenges we face. However, I believe the 
large volume of returning veterans 
with increasingly complex health care 
needs require an increasingly dynamic 
approach to better serve those who 
have given so much for our country. 
The need for timely treatment and im-
mediate rehabilitation expertise and 
capacity requires additional resources 
and flexibility for the VA to form part-
nerships to ensure top notch care for 
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our service personnel. And, if this care 
can be provided closer to veterans’ 
community and family support net-
works, then it is a win-win as families 
can be kept together and servicemem-
bers can more easily transition back 
into their daily routines. 

I have included language in this bill 
requesting the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to report to Congress on the 
conditions and criteria used for con-
tracting with civilian rehabilitation 
providers, and outreach efforts being 
conducted to inform veterans and those 
who advocate on their behalf about 
such treatment options. I look forward 
to working with the VA and my col-
leagues to make sure our veterans have 
access to the care their sacrifices and 
personal injuries require. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 5 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SERGEANT JON BONNELL, JR. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
speak today with great sorrow as we 
have lost a great American. A Fort 
Dodge native, Marine Sergeant Jon 
‘‘J.J.’’ Bonnell died while serving his 
country in Iraq on August 7, 2007. Ser-
geant Bonnell stepped on a roadside 
bomb while on duty between Baghdad 
and Fallujah. He was part of the 1st 
Battalion, 11th Marine Regiment, 
based in Camp Pendleton CA. My pray-
ers and deepest sympathy go out to 
J.J.’s parents, Jon Bonnell, Sr., and 
Denise Roark, as well as to his three 
sisters and all his family and friends. I 
also wish to express my sympathy to 
the community of Fort Dodge, who not 
only lost a fine young man, but an ex-
emplary soldier. 

J.J. will be remembered fondly and 
missed dearly. Only 22 years old, mul-
tiple students at Fort Dodge Senior 
High School referred to J.J. as a 
‘‘hero,’’ a label he greatly deserves. 
Making the ultimate sacrifice, J.J. de-
serves the gratitude of every American. 
An uncle described J.J. by saying ‘‘He 
loved doing what he did, and he gave 
the ultimate sacrifice. He said he was 
ready for the ultimate sacrifice.’’ This 
speaks volumes for J.J.’s character, 
and we as Iowans and Americans are 
fortunate and honored to have a man 
with J.J.’s devotion and dedication 
serving our Nation. 

J.J. enlisted in the Marine Corps as a 
senior in high school in 2003. He as-
sisted victims of the 2004 tsunami in 
Southeast Asia after his first tour in 
Iraq. A deeply dedicated marine, his 
grandmother recounted that J.J. 
‘‘thought all the marines were heroes.’’ 
On behalf of all Iowans, I offer my most 

sincere appreciation for J.J.’s service 
to our Nation. I ask my colleagues in 
the Senate, and every American, to 
take a moment and remember with 
honor and gratitude the ultimate sac-
rifice of a true patriot, Sgt. Jon 
Bonnell, Jr. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO THE EASTERN KEN-
TUCKY CONCENTRATED EMPLOY-
MENT PROGRAM, INCORPORATED 

∑ Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, today I 
pay tribute to the Eastern Kentucky 
Concentrated Employment Program, 
Incorporated, EKCEP, for their recent 
accomplishments at the 2007 Workforce 
Innovations Conference. 

The 2007 Workforce Innovations Con-
ference provides the opportunity for 
State and local government officials, 
workforce and economic development 
officials, as well as private sector rep-
resentatives to assemble and discuss 
new ideas about workforce develop-
ment issues. During this conference, 
Eastern Kentucky Concentrated Em-
ployment Program’s Coal Services Pro-
gram was awarded the U.S. Depart-
ment of Labor’s Recognition of Excel-
lence Award for ‘‘Leveraging the Power 
of e3 Partnerships.’’ The U.S. Labor 
Department’s Employee and Training 
Administration presents Recognition 
of Excellence honors in five different 
categories. The e3 partnerships cat-
egory presents value in projects that 
demonstrate sustained partnerships be-
tween employers, educators, and eco-
nomic development leaders. 

The EKCEP’s Coal Services Program 
uses a variety of services that tackle 
the needs of employers and job seekers, 
such as crucial training for new coal 
miners and seasoned miners who need 
new training to increase mine produc-
tivity. Training is easily accessible for 
miners through Kentucky Community 
and Technical College System loca-
tions as well as a mobile miner train-
ing unit equipped with a high-tech 
classroom that features a computerized 
three-dimensional mining simulator. 

I now ask my fellow colleagues to 
join me in congratulating the Eastern 
Kentucky Concentrated Employment 
Program for their achievements and 
commitment in helping Kentucky’s 
largest industry and our Nation’s larg-
est energy source.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ALEX SOTO 

∑ Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. President, 
today I congratulate Mr. Alex Soto as 
he nears the end of his term as the 
102nd president of the Nation’s largest 
insurance association, the Independent 
Insurance Agents & Brokers of Amer-
ica, IIABA. Mr. Soto was elected to the 
IIABA’s executive committee in 2001 
and was installed as the association’s 
president last September. 

Founded in 1896, IIABA, or the Big 
‘‘I’’ as it is better known, is the Na-

tion’s oldest and largest association of 
independent insurance agents and bro-
kers, representing a network of more 
than 300,000 agents, brokers, and their 
employees. During his term as presi-
dent of the Big ‘‘I,’’ Alex Soto has been 
a leader on a number of issues for the 
association including natural disaster 
insurance, regulatory reform, and pro-
ducer compensation. He is a national 
leader on enhancement and enforce-
ment of building codes, which is an im-
portant issue in our home State of 
Florida. Notably, as chairman of the 
National Branding Committee and 
president of the IIABA, Alex devoted 
significant time and energy to the de-
velopment and promotion of the 
‘‘Trusted Choice’’ brand for inde-
pendent agents. Thanks to his leader-
ship, the Trusted Choice initiative has 
successfully created a distinctive mark 
that conveys the virtues of the inde-
pendent agent insurance delivery sys-
tem. 

Alex Soto is also a great American 
success story. He came to the United 
States as a political refugee after flee-
ing communist Cuba in 1960 at the age 
of 11. When he arrived in this country, 
he did not speak any English and had 
to completely start over, learning the 
language, customs, and assimilating. 
Alex has gone on to achieve numerous 
accomplishments and is now the presi-
dent of InSource, Inc., a successful and 
growing independent agency in Miami. 
He holds a degree in international af-
fairs from Florida State University, 
the Chartered Property and Casualty 
Underwriter, CPCU, designation, and 
the Associate in Risk Management, 
ARM, designation. Alex has served as 
the chairman of the Florida Associa-
tion of Insurance Agents, FAIA, and 
before that, as president of the Inde-
pendent Insurance Agents of Dade 
County. He was vice chairman of the 
Florida Property Casualty Joint Un-
derwriting Association, FPCJUA, in 
1995–1996, as well as a member of the 
Governor’s Commission on the Florida 
Insurance Crisis in 1993, and the Insur-
ance Fraud Task Force in 1997. 

In addition, Alex is active in his com-
munity. He has taught numerous insur-
ance courses with the FAIA and at the 
University of Miami. He also serves as 
a trustee of the Archdiocese of Miami 
Trust. He was a member of St. Hugh 
Catholic Church Parish Council and a 
member of the Grove Outreach Center. 

I sincerely thank Alex Soto for his 
work with the IIABA over the years 
and for his commitment to his profes-
sion, his community, and our State of 
Florida. His efforts are greatly appre-
ciated. I am proud to count Alex as 
both a constituent and a friend. I wish 
him, his wife Patt, and their family all 
the best in their future endeavors.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF 
MACDONALD GALLION 

∑ Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, today I 
pay tribute to MacDonald Gallion, who 
passed away on Saturday, August 11, 
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2007. For 13 years, MacDonald Gallion 
served as Alabama’s attorney general. 
He was a personal friend of mine and 
along with the entire State of Ala-
bama, I mourn his passing. 

Born in Montgomery and raised in 
Birmingham, MacDonald Gallion 
moved to Tuscaloosa in the 1930s to at-
tend the University of Alabama. While 
at the university, MacDonald Gallion 
studied law and subsequently received 
his bachelor of law degree in 1937. That 
same year, he returned to Birmingham 
where he began his law practice. 

In 1941, following the start of World 
War II, MacDonald Gallion took a leave 
of absence from his law practice to en-
list in the U.S. Marine Corps. He served 
his country with great valor, wit-
nessing extreme combat in the South 
Pacific. While serving abroad, he was 
wounded at Saipan and was later 
awarded a Purple Heart. He received 
several other honors for courage and 
returned to the United States as first 
lieutenant. 

Upon his return from war, Mac-
Donald Gallion relocated to Mont-
gomery to serve as assistant attorney 
general for the State of Alabama. How-
ever, after several years, he resigned to 
return to private practice. 

Later, MacDonald Gallion would 
again be called to serve his State. He 
was appointed special counsel to Gov-
ernor Gordon Persons during the his-
toric Phenix City Trials and was asked 
in 1955 to serve as chief assistant attor-
ney general to Attorney General John 
M. Patterson. In 1958, MacDonald 
Gallion was elected to serve as attor-
ney general for the State of Alabama. 
He would again be elected to this posi-
tion in 1966. 

MacDonald Gallion served two terms 
as Alabama’s attorney general. During 
his tenure, MacDonald Gallion led suc-
cessful litigation in several significant 
cases including one that established 
Alabama’s offshore oil and gas rights. 
This historic ruling would later pave 
the way for the State’s multimillion- 
dollar trust fund. He also led the suc-
cessful litigation against loansharks. 
At the time, this was the largest litiga-
tion of its kind in the United States. 

Active in his community, MacDonald 
Gallion was a member of many civic 
organizations and legal associations. 
He held the position of assistant editor 
at the Alabama Lawyer and was listed 
among the ‘‘Who’s Who in America.’’ 
He was instrumental in the founding of 
the Alabama District Attorney’s Asso-
ciation. For his many accomplishments 
and contributions to Alabama, Mac-
Donald Gallion was inducted into the 
Alabama Senior Citizens Hall of Fame. 

MacDonald Gallion will be missed by 
his son Thomas Travis Gallion III, and 
his daughter Mallory Gallion Bear. He 
will be remembered for his dedication 
and decades of service to the State of 
Alabama. I ask the entire Senate to 
join me in recognition of the life of 
MacDonald Gallion.∑ 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 
At 2:49 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House agrees to 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 2358) to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint and issue coins 
in commemoration of Native Ameri-
cans and the important contributions 
made by Indian tribes and individual 
Native Americans to the development 
of the United States and the history of 
the United States, and for other pur-
poses. 

The message also announced that the 
House disagrees to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2669) to 
provide for reconciliation pursuant to 
section 601 of the concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2008, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, that Messrs. GEORGE MILLER 
of California, ANDREWS, SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, HINOJOSA, TIERNEY, WU, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Messrs. DAVIS of 
Illinois, BISHOP of New York, Ms. 
HIRONO, Messrs. ALTMIRE, YARMUTH, 
COURTNEY, MCKEON, KELLER of Florida, 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. FOXX, 
Messrs. KUHL of New York, WALBERG, 
SOUDER, EHLERS, Mrs. BIGGERT, and 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia, be managers of 
the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following 
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate: 

H.R. 23. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to establish the Merchant Mar-
iner Equity Compensation Fund to provide 
benefits to certain individuals who served in 
the United States merchant marine (includ-
ing the Army Transport Service and the 
Naval Transport Service) during World War 
II. 

H.R. 694. An act to establish a digital and 
wireless network technology program, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 2850. An act to provide for the imple-
mentation of a Green Chemistry Research 
and Development Program, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 2992. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve trade programs, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 3020. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve the Microloan program, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
without amendment: 

S. 377. An act to establish a United States- 
Poland parliamentary youth exchange pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 196. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Rotunda and grounds 
of the Capitol for a ceremony to award the 
Congressional Gold Medal to Tenzin Gyatso, 
the Fourteenth Dalai Lama. 

At 6:00 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 

Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has agreed 
to the following resolution: 

H. Res. 632. Resolution relative to the 
death of the Honorable Paul E. Gillmor, a 
Representative, from the State of Ohio. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 23. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to establish the Merchant Mar-
iner Equity Compensation Fund to provide 
benefits to certain individuals who served in 
the United States merchant marine (includ-
ing the Army Transport Service and the 
Naval Transport Service) during World War 
II; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 2850. An act to provide for the imple-
mentation of a Green Chemistry Research 
and Development Program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 2992. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve trade programs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

H.R. 3020. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to improve the Microloan program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED 

The following measure was dis-
charged from the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and referred as indi-
cated: 

S.J. Res. 17. A joint resolution directing 
the United States to initiate international 
discussions and take necessary steps with 
other Nations to negotiate an agreement for 
managing migratory and transboundary fish 
stocks in the Arctic Ocean; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bills were read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2419. An act to provide for the con-
tinuation of agricultural programs through 
fiscal year 2012, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3221. An act moving the United States 
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, developing innovative new tech-
nologies, reducing carbon emissions, cre-
ating green jobs, protecting consumers, in-
creasing clean renewable energy production, 
and modernizing our energy infrastructure. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2890. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and Tech-
nology), transmitting, pursuant to law, an 
annual report on the Mentor-Protege Pro-
gram for fiscal year 2006; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2891. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; South Carolina: Revisions to Am-
bient Air Quality Standards’’ (FRL No. 8457– 
2) received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2892. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Pyriproxyfen; Pesticide Tolerance’’ (FRL 
No. 8142–4) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2893. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to Consolidated Federal Air 
Rule’’ (FRL No. 8459–5) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2894. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan, South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’’ (FRL No. 8452–1) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2895. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Revisions to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan, Sacramento Metropolitan 
Air Quality Management District and San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Dis-
trict Technical Amendment’’ (FRL No. 8458– 
9) received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2896. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Two Optional Methods for Relative Accu-
racy Test Audits of Mercury Monitoring Sys-
tems Installed on Combustion Flue Gas 
Streams and Several Amendments to Re-
lated Mercury Monitoring Provisions’’ (FRL 
No. 8459–8) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2897. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Endangered Species Pro-
gram, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Final Rule to Remove the Idaho 
Springsnail From the Federal List of Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife’’ (RIN1018– 
AU66) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2898. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Designation of Critical Habitat for 
Catesbaea Melanocarpa’’ (RIN1018–AU76) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2899. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife and 
Parks, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Designation of Critical Habitat for Hine’s 
Emerald Dragonfly’’ (RIN1018–AU74) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2900. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; Connecticut; Estab-
lishment of Interim Progress for the Annual 
Fine Particle National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard’’ (FRL No. 8461–5) received on Au-
gust 27, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2901. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Flusilazole; Pesticide Tolerances for Emer-
gency Exemptions’’ (FRL No. 8138–6) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2902. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Flutriafol; Time-Limited Pesticide Toler-
ance’’ (FRL No. 8135–6) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2903. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Propylene Oxide; Pesticide Tolerance’’ 
(FRL No. 8143–9) received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2904. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Spinosad; Pesticide Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 
8142–1) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2905. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality 
Implementation Plans; State of Colorado; 
Revised Denver and Longmont Carbon Mon-
oxide Maintenance Plans, and Approval of 
Related Revisions’’ (FRL No. 8453–5) received 
on August 16, 2007; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–2906. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; Arizona-Phoenix PM–10 Non-
attainment Area; Salt River Area Plan for 
Attainment of the 24-hour PM–10 Standard’’ 
(FRL No. 8446–1) received on August 16, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2907. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans; Idaho and Washington; Interstate 
Transport of Pollution; Withdrawal of Direct 
Final Rule’’ (FRL No. 8456–3) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2908. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 

‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State Plan 
for Designated Facilities and Pollutants: 
Louisiana; Clean Air Mercury Rule’’ (FRL 
No. 8455–3) received on August 16, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2909. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Arkansas: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision’’ (FRL No. 8455–5) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2910. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Buprofezin; Pesticide Tolerance; Technical 
Correction’’ (FRL No. 8140–9) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–2911. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Cis-isomer of 1-(3-chloroallyl)-3,5,7-triaza-1- 
azoniaadamantane chloride; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 
8122–3) received on August 16, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2912. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fipronil; Pesticide Tolerances’’ (FRL No. 
8142–6) received on August 16, 2007; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2913. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Lambda-Cyhalothrin; Pesticide Tolerance’’ 
(FRL No. 8143–1) received on August 16, 2007; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–2914. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Louisiana: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision’’ (FRL No. 8455–9) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2915. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘New Mexico: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision’’ (FRL No. 8455–6) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2916. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Zucchini Yellow Mosaic Virus-Weak Strain; 
Exemption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance’’ (FRL No. 8137–9) received on August 
16, 2007; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2917. A communication from the Chair-
man, U.S. International Trade Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report enti-
tled, ‘‘The Year in Trade 2006’’; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 
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EC–2918. A communication from the Chair-

man, Medicare Payment Advisory Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
entitled, ‘‘2007 Data Book: Healthcare Spend-
ing and the Medicare Program’’; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2919. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Office of Financial Man-
agement, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medicaid Program 
and State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram; Payment Error Rate Measurement’’ 
((RIN0938–AN77) (Docket No. CMS–6026–F)) 
received on August 31, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2920. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program, Hospice Wage Index For 
Fiscal Year 2008’’ ((RIN0938–AO72) (Docket 
No. CMS–1539–F)) received on August 31, 2007; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2921. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Program; Physicians’ Referrals to 
Health Care Entities With Which They Have 
Financial Relationships’’ ((RIN0938–AK67) 
(Docket No. CMS–1810–F)) received on Au-
gust 31, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2922. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Section 1045 Appli-
cation to Partnerships’’ ((RIN1545–BC67) (TD 
9353)) received on August 17, 2007; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–2923. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Expenses for 
Household and Dependent Care Services Nec-
essary for Gainful Employment’’ ((RIN1545– 
BB86) (TD 9354)) received on August 17, 2007; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2924. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Disregarded Enti-
ties; Employment and Excise Taxes’’ 
((RIN1545–BE43) (TD 9356)) received on Au-
gust 17, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2925. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Transaction of In-
terest—Contribution of Successor Member 
Interest’’ (Notice 2007–72) received on August 
17, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2926. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regulations Under 
Section 6655 Regarding Estimated Tax Pay-
ments by Corporations’’ ((RIN1545–AY22) (TD 
9347)) received on August 7, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2927. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Weighted Average 
Interest Rate Update’’ (Notice 2007–68) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2928. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 

Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Elimination of 
Country-by-Country Reporting to Share-
holders of Foreign Taxes Paid by Regulated 
Investment Companies’’ (TD 9357) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2929. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Examination and 
Closing Procedures for Form 8697, Look-Back 
Interest’’ (LMSB–04–0207–048) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2930. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of No-
tice 2003–81’’ (Notice 2007–71) received on Au-
gust 16, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2931. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘2007 National Pool’’ 
(Rev. Proc. 2007–55) received on August 16, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2932. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Biotech Industry 
Overview Guide’’ (LMSB–04–0207–019) re-
ceived on August 16, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2933. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Notice on Low Nor-
mal Retirement Age’’ (Notice 2007–69) re-
ceived on August 16, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2934. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revenue Proce-
dure: Examination of Returns and Claims for 
Refund, Credit, or Abatement; Determina-
tion of Tax Liability’’ (Rev. Proc. 2007–58) re-
ceived on August 27, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2935. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Food Industry 
Overview Guide’’ (LMSB–04–0207–018) re-
ceived on August 16, 2007; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–2936. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Domestic Produc-
tion Deduction Industry Director Directive’’ 
(LMSB–04–0707–049) received on August 27, 
2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2937. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Clarification of 
Section 6411 Regulations’’ ((RIN1545–BF66) 
(TD 9355)) received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–2938. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Pharmaceutical In-
dustry Overview Guide’’ (LMSB–04–0207–010) 
received on August 16, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2939. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 

Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update to Notice 
2006–89—Section 906 of the Pension Protec-
tion Act of 2006’’ (Notice 2007–67) received on 
August 16, 2007; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2940. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update of Rev. Rul. 
94–62’’ (Rev. Rul. 2007–58) received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2941. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Applicable Federal 
Rates—September 2007’’ (Rev. Rul. 2007–57) 
received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–2942. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed agree-
ment for the transfer of hardware, technical 
data, and defense services to Canada for the 
NIMIQ 5/6/5R Satellites Program; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2943. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, two agreements between the American 
Institute in Taiwan and American organiza-
tions; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–2944. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2007–161—2007–180); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2945. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed tech-
nical assistance agreement for the export of 
technical data, defense services and defense 
articles relating to the maintenance of the 
C–130 fleet of Saudi Arabia; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2946. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed license 
for the export of technical data, defense serv-
ices and defense articles for the manufacture 
of 25MM Turrets for Kuwait; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2947. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the certification of a proposed tech-
nical assistance agreement for the export of 
technical data, defense services and defense 
articles to support repair and modification 
of Singapore’s AH–64D helicopters; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2948. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the effectiveness 
of UN efforts to prevent sexual exploitation 
and abuse in its peacekeeping missions; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2949. A communication from the Sec-
retary of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Joint Strategic Plan of the Depart-
ment and the U.S. Agency for International 
Development for fiscal years 2007 to 2012; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2950. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Employee Benefits Security 
Administration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:02 Sep 06, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A05SE6.024 S05SEPT1ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

61
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES11116 September 5, 2007 
entitled ‘‘Amendments to Civil Penalties 
under ERISA Section 502(c)(7)’’ (RIN1210– 
AB23) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2951. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary, Office of Federal 
Contract Compliance Programs, Department 
of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Affirmative Action 
and Nondiscrimination Obligations of Con-
tractors and Subcontractors Regarding Dis-
abled Veterans, Recently Separated Vet-
erans, Other Protected Veterans, and Armed 
Forces Service Medal Veterans’’ (RIN1215– 
AB46) received on August 11, 2007; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2952. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Benefits Payable in 
Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Alloca-
tion of Assets in Single-Employer Plans; In-
terest Assumptions for Valuing and Paying 
Benefits’’ (29 CFR Parts 4022 and 4044) re-
ceived on August 8, 2007; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2953. A communication from the 
Human Resources Specialist, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration and 
Management, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a 
nomination for the position of Assistant Sec-
retary for Public Affairs, received on August 
3, 2007; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2954. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Civil Rights, Department 
of Education, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the annual report of the Office of Civil 
Rights for fiscal year 2006; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2955. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Administration and Man-
agement, Department of Labor, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Department’s inventory of inherently 
governmental and commercial activities for 
fiscal year 2006; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2956. A communication from the Acting 
White House Liaison, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a vacancy in the position of Assist-
ant Secretary for Special Education and Re-
habilitative Services, received on August 27, 
2007; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2957. A communication from the Acting 
White House Liaison, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of the designation of an acting officer 
for the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Special Education and Rehabilitative Serv-
ices, received on August 27, 2007; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2958. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a vacancy and nomination 
for the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Children and Families, received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2959. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the District of Columbia’s 
Budget Request Act for fiscal year 2008; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2960. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Strategic Human Resources Policy Divi-
sion, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘5 CFR Part 990’’ (RIN3206–AJ97) re-
ceived on August 8, 2007; to the Committee 

on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2961. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Strategic Human Resources Policy Divi-
sion, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Extension of Eligibility for Presi-
dential Rank Awards to Employees in Sen-
ior-Level and Scientific-Professional Posi-
tions’’ (RIN3206–AJ65) received on August 8, 
2007; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2962. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 3C for Fiscal Years 2005 through 2007, 
as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2963. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 3D for Fiscal Years 2005 Through 
2007, as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2964. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 6B for Fiscal Years 2005 Through 
2007, as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2965. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Re-
port: Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Com-
mission 4A for Fiscal Years 2005 through 
2007, as of March 31, 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2966. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Office of Management and 
Budget, Executive Office of the President, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, (2) reports 
relative to vacancy announcements within 
the Department, received on August 27, 2007; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2967. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency Touhy Regulations’’ ((RIN1660– 
AA54) (Docket No. FEMA–2007–0006)) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2968. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a nomi-
nation for the position of Assistant Sec-
retary for Health Affairs and Chief Medical 
Officer, received on August 27, 2007; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–2969. A communication from the Attor-
ney General, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Department’s Strategic Plan for fiscal 
years 2007 to 2012; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2970. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Commerce (Intellectual Prop-
erty), transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Changes to Practice 
for Continued Examination Filings, Patent 
Applications Containing Patentably Indis-
tinct Claims, and Examination of Claims in 
Patent Applications’’ ((RIN0651–AB93) 
(RIN0651–AB94)) received on August 8, 2007; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–2971. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Of-

fice of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Bureau of Justice Assistance’s annual report 
for fiscal year 2005; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2972. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator, Office of Diver-
sion Control, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Elimination of Exemptions for 
Chemical Mixtures Containing the List I 
Chemicals Ephedrine and/or 
Pseudoephedrine’’ (RIN1117–AB11) received 
on August 27, 2007; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2973. A communication from the Dep-
uty White House Liaison, U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice for the Northern District of Indiana, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a vacancy and the des-
ignation of an acting officer for the position 
of Acting U.S. Attorney, received on August 
27, 2007; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 376. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to improve the provisions relat-
ing to the carrying of concealed weapons by 
law enforcement officers, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 110–150). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
S. 2018. A bill to allow the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development to better 
serve persons with limited proficiency in the 
English language by providing technical as-
sistance to recipients of Federal funds; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and 
Mr. CORNYN): 

S. 2019. A bill to prohibit the imposition 
and collection of tolls on certain highways 
constructed using Federal funds; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. REID, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BARRASSO, 
Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BENNETT, 
Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. BOND, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. BYRD, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. COLEMAN, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. CORK-
ER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. DODD, Mrs. 
DOLE, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, 
Mr. HAGEL, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. HATCH, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:11 Sep 06, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A05SE6.027 S05SEPT1ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

61
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S11117 September 5, 2007 
INOUYE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. KERRY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
KOHL, Mr. KYL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
LOTT, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. REED, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. 
SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. SUNUNU, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mr. WARNER, Mr. WEBB, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. Res. 306. A resolution concerning the re-
turn of Senator Tim Johnson; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
SALAZAR): 

S. Res. 307. A resolution supporting efforts 
to increase childhood cancer awareness, 
treatment, and research; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, and Mrs. LINCOLN): 

S. Res. 308. A resolution congratulating the 
Warner Robins American Little League team 
of Warner Robins, Georgia, for winning the 
championship game of the Little League 
World Series; considered and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 156 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BUNNING) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 156, a bill to make the morato-
rium on Internet access taxes and mul-
tiple and discriminatory taxes on elec-
tronic commerce permanent. 

S. 367 
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 367, a bill to amend the Tariff 
Act of 1930 to prohibit the import, ex-
port, and sale of goods made with 
sweatshop labor, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 604 
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 

the names of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Sen-
ator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 604, a bill to 
amend title 10, United States Code, to 
limit increases in the certain costs of 
health care services under the health 
care programs of the Department of 
Defense, and for other purposes. 

S. 626 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

names of the Senator from Texas (Mrs. 
HUTCHISON) and the Senator from Ha-
waii (Mr. INOUYE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 626, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to provide 
for arthritis research and public 
health, and for other purposes. 

S. 630 
At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 630, a bill to amend part 
C of title XVIII of the Social Security 

Act to provide for a minimum payment 
rate by Medicare Advantage organiza-
tions for services furnished by a crit-
ical access hospital and a rural health 
clinic under the Medicare program. 

S. 651 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
651, a bill to help promote the national 
recommendation of physical activity 
to kids, families, and communities 
across the United States. 

S. 714 
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 714, a bill to amend the 
Animal Welfare Act to ensure that all 
dogs and cats used by research facili-
ties are obtained legally. 

S. 725 
At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the 

names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
OBAMA) and the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VOINOVICH) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 725, a bill to amend the Nonindige-
nous Aquatic Nuisance Prevention and 
Control Act of 1990 to reauthorize and 
improve that Act. 

S. 772 
At the request of Mr. KOHL, the name 

of the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. 
DORGAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
772, a bill to amend the Federal anti-
trust laws to provide expanded cov-
erage and to eliminate exemptions 
from such laws that are contrary to the 
public interest with respect to rail-
roads. 

S. 790 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
790, a bill to amend the Richard B. Rus-
sell National School Lunch Act to per-
mit the simplified summer food pro-
grams to be carried out in all States 
and by all service institutions. 

S. 807 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
807, a bill to amend the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response Compensation 
and Liability Act of 1980 to provide 
that manure shall not be considered to 
be a hazardous substance, pollutant, or 
contaminant. 

S. 911 
At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 911, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to advance medical 
research and treatments into pediatric 
cancers, ensure patients and families 
have access to the current treatments 
and information regarding pediatric 
cancers, establish a population-based 
national childhood cancer database, 
and promote public awareness of pedi-
atric cancers. 

S. 935 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-

ida, the name of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 935, a bill to repeal the 

requirement for reduction of survivor 
annuities under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan by veterans’ dependency and in-
demnity compensation, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 968 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 968, a bill to amend the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to pro-
vide increased assistance for the pre-
vention, treatment, and control of tu-
berculosis, and for other purposes. 

S. 988 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 988, a bill to extend the termi-
nation date for the exemption of re-
turning workers from the numerical 
limitations for temporary workers. 

S. 1060 
At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WEBB) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1060, a bill to reauthorize the grant 
program for reentry of offenders into 
the community in the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, to 
improve reentry planning and imple-
mentation, and for other purposes. 

S. 1107 
At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1107, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
duce cost-sharing under part D of such 
title for certain non-institutionalized 
full-benefit dual eligible individuals. 

S. 1239 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. VOINOVICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1239, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the 
new markets tax credit through 2013, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1246 
At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1246, a bill to establish and 
maintain a wildlife global animal in-
formation network for surveillance 
internationally to combat the growing 
threat of emerging diseases that in-
volve wild animals, such as bird flu, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1251 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1251, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide for the tax treatment of horses, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1306 
At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 

names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1306, a bill to direct 
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion to classify certain children’s prod-
ucts containing lead to be banned haz-
ardous substances. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:11 Sep 06, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A05SE6.031 S05SEPT1ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

61
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES11118 September 5, 2007 
S. 1310 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1310, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for an extension of increased 
payments for ground ambulance serv-
ices under the Medicare program. 

S. 1338 

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
the name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1338, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
a two-year moratorium on certain 
Medicare physician payment reduc-
tions for imaging services. 

S. 1374 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1374, a bill to assist States in 
making voluntary high quality full-day 
prekindergarten programs available 
and economically affordable for the 
families of all children for at least 1 
year preceding kindergarten. 

S. 1416 

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1416, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make 
permanent the deduction for mortgage 
insurance premiums. 

S. 1451 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1451, a bill to encourage the 
development of coordinated quality re-
forms to improve health care delivery 
and reduce the cost of care in the 
health care system. 

S. 1459 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1459, a bill to strengthen the 
Nation’s research efforts to identify 
the causes and cure of psoriasis and 
psoriatic arthritis, expand psoriasis 
and psoriatic arthritis data collection, 
study access to and quality of care for 
people with psoriasis and psoriatic ar-
thritis, and for other purposes. 

S. 1484 

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1484, a bill to amend part 
B of title XVIII of the Social Security 
Act to restore the Medicare treatment 
of ownership of oxygen equipment to 
that in effect before enactment of the 
Deficit Reduction Act of 2005. 

S. 1551 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1551, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act with respect to 
making progress toward the goal of 
eliminating tuberculosis, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1555 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1555, a bill to establish 
certain duties for pharmacies to ensure 
provision of Food and Drug Adminis-
tration-approved contraception, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1627 

At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1627, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and expand 
the benefits for businesses operating in 
empowerment zones, enterprise com-
munities, or renewal communities, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1651 

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1651, a bill to assist cer-
tain Iraqis who have worked directly 
with, or are threatened by their asso-
ciation with, the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1661 

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1661, a bill to communicate United 
States travel policies and improve 
marketing and other activities de-
signed to increase travel in the United 
States from abroad. 

S. 1738 

At the request of Mr. BIDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1738, a bill to establish a Spe-
cial Counsel for Child Exploitation 
Prevention and Interdiction within the 
Office of the Deputy Attorney General, 
to improve the Internet Crimes 
Against Children Task Force, to in-
crease resources for regional computer 
forensic labs, and to make other im-
provements to increase the ability of 
law enforcement agencies to inves-
tigate and prosecute predators. 

S. 1744 

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1744, a bill to prohibit the ap-
plication of certain restrictive eligi-
bility requirements to foreign non-
governmental organizations with re-
spect to the provision of assistance 
under part I of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961. 

S. 1760 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1760, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act with respect to 
the Healthy Start Initiative. 

S. 1776 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1776, a bill to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 

to establish a user fee program to en-
sure food safety, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1792 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. FEINGOLD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1792, a bill to amend the Work-
er Adjustment and Retraining Notifica-
tion Act to improve such Act. 

S. 1816 

At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1816, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish a 
commemorative trail in connection 
with the Women’s Rights National His-
torical Park to link properties that are 
historically and thematically associ-
ated with the struggle for women’s suf-
frage, and for other purposes. 

S. 1905 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1905, a bill to provide for 
a rotating schedule for regional selec-
tion of delegates to a national Presi-
dential nominating convention, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1924 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1924, a bill to amend chap-
ter 81 of title 5, United States Code, to 
create a presumption that a disability 
or death of a Federal employee in fire 
protection activities caused by any of 
certain diseases is the result of the per-
formance of such employee’s duty. 

S. 1942 

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1942, a bill to amend part D of title 
V of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 to provide grants 
for the renovation of schools. 

S. 1951 

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. BINGAMAN), the Senator from Ne-
braska (Mr. HAGEL), and the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1951, a 
bill to amend title XIX of the Social 
Security Act to ensure that individuals 
eligible for medical assistance under 
the Medicaid program continue to have 
access to prescription drugs, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1954 

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) and the Senator 
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1954, a 
bill to amend title XVIII of the Social 
Security Act to improve access to 
pharmacies under part D. 

S. 1971 

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
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(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1971, a bill to authorize a com-
petitive grant program to assist mem-
bers of the National Guard and Reserve 
and former and current members of the 
Armed Forces in securing employment 
in the private sector, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. CON. RES. 31 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 31, a concurrent 
resolution expressing support for ad-
vancing vital United States interests 
through increased engagement in 
health programs that alleviate disease 
and reduce premature death in devel-
oping nations, especially through pro-
grams that combat high levels of infec-
tious disease, improve children’s and 
women’s health, decrease malnutrition, 
reduce unintended pregnancies, fight 
the spread of HIV/AIDS, encourage 
healthy behaviors, and strengthen 
health care capacity. 

S. RES. 178 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 178, a resolution ex-
pressing the sympathy of the Senate to 
the families of women and girls mur-
dered in Guatemala, and encouraging 
the United States to work with Guate-
mala to bring an end to these crimes. 

S. RES. 301 
At the request of Mrs. LINCOLN, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER), the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator 
from California (Mrs. BOXER), the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the 
Senator from Michigan (Ms. 
STABENOW), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. DODD), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. SALAZAR), the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN), the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY), the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
CARPER), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY), the Senator from 
California (Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Sen-
ator from Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), 
and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. SPECTER) were added as cospon-
sors of S. Res. 301, a resolution recog-
nizing the 50th anniversary of the de-
segregation of Little Rock Central 
High School, one of the most signifi-
cant events in the American civil 
rights movement. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2000 
At the request of Mr. NELSON of Flor-

ida, the name of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a 
cosponsor of amendment No. 2000 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1585, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2008 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2661 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 2661 pro-
posed to H.R. 2642, a bill making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 306—CON-
CERNING THE RETURN OF SEN-
ATOR TIM JOHNSON 

Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. REID, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. 
BIDEN, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. BOND, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. BROWNBACK, 
Mr. BUNNING, Mr. BURR, Mr. BYRD, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, 
Mr. CASEY, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mrs. CLIN-
TON, Mr. COBURN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
COLEMAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CONRAD, 
Mr. CORKER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAIG, 
Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. DODD, 
Mrs. DOLE, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr. DORGAN, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, 
Mr. HAGEL, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. HATCH, 
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
INOUYE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
KERRY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. KOHL, Mr. 
KYL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, 
Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. LOTT, Mr. LUGAR, 
Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. MCCAIN, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKUL-
SKI, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. 
REED, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. 
SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPECTER, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. SUNUNU, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
VOINOVICH, Mr. WARNER, Mr. WEBB, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 306 

Whereas Tim Johnson is returning to the 
United States Senate after an absence to re-
cuperate from an intracranial hemorrhage 
suffered on December 13, 2006: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That, as Senator Tim Johnson re-
turns to the Senate, his fellow Members of 
the Senate extend their warmest welcome 
and express their personal happiness at his 
return, and offer their very best wishes for 
his continued good health. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 307—SUP-
PORTING EFFORTS TO INCREASE 
CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARE-
NESS, TREATMENT, AND RE-
SEARCH 

Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
SALAZAR) submitted the following reso-

lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions: 

S. RES. 307 

Whereas an estimated 12,400 children are 
diagnosed with cancer each year; 

Whereas cancer is the leading cause of 
death by disease in children under age 15; 

Whereas an estimated 2,300 children die 
from cancer each year; 

Whereas the incidence of cancer among 
children in the United States is rising by 
about 1 percent each year; 

Whereas 1 in every 330 people in the United 
States develops cancer before age 20; 

Whereas approximately 8 percent of deaths 
of individuals between 1 and 19 years old are 
caused by cancer; 

Whereas, while some progress has been 
made, a number of opportunities for child-
hood cancer research still remain unfunded 
or underfunded; 

Whereas limited resources for childhood 
cancer research can hinder the recruitment 
of investigators and physicians to field of pe-
diatric oncology; 

Whereas the results of peer-reviewed clin-
ical trials have helped to raise the standard 
of care for pediatrics and have improved can-
cer survival rates among children; 

Whereas the number of survivors of child-
hood cancers continues to increase, with 
about 1 in 640 adults between ages 20 to 39 
having a history of cancer; 

Whereas up to 2⁄3 of childhood cancer sur-
vivors are likely to experience at least 1 late 
effect from treatment, which may be life- 
threatening; 

Whereas some late effects of cancer treat-
ment are identified early in follow-up and 
are easily resolved, while others may become 
chronic problems in adulthood and have seri-
ous consequences; and 

Whereas 89 percent of children with cancer 
experience substantial suffering in the last 
month of life: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of Senate 
that Congress should support— 

(1) public and private sector efforts to pro-
mote awareness about— 

(A) the incidence of cancer among chil-
dren; 

(B) the signs and symptoms of cancer in 
children; 

(C) options for the treatment of, and long- 
term follow-up for, childhood cancers; 

(2) increased public and private investment 
in childhood cancer research to improve pre-
vention, diagnosis, treatment, rehabilita-
tion, post-treatment monitoring, and long- 
term survival; 

(3) policies that provide incentives to en-
courage medical trainees and investigators 
to enter the field of pediatric oncology; 

(4) policies that provide incentives to en-
courage the development of drugs and bio-
logics designed to treat pediatric cancers; 

(5) policies that encourage participation in 
clinical trials; 

(6) medical education curricula designed to 
improve pain management for cancer pa-
tients; and 

(7) policies that enhance education, serv-
ices, and other resources related to late ef-
fects from treatment. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 308—CON-

GRATULATING THE WARNER 
ROBINS AMERICAN LITTLE 
LEAGUE TEAM OF WARNER ROB-
INS, GEORGIA, FOR WINNING 
THE CHAMPIONSHIP GAME OF 
THE LITTLE LEAGUE WORLD SE-
RIES 
Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself and Mr. 

ISAKSON, and Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 308 

Whereas, on August 26, 2007, the Warner 
Robins American Little League team de-
feated the Tokyo Kitasuna Little League 
team of Tokyo, Japan, by 3 runs to 2 runs to 
win the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team had an impressive record of 
20 wins and only 1 loss; 

Whereas the success of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team depended on 
the tremendous dedication and sportsman-
ship of the team, including— 

(1) Keaton Allen, who played outfield and 
pitched for the team; 

(2) Dalton Carriker, who played shortstop 
and pitched for the team; 

(3) Zane Conlon, who played 2nd base, 
shortstop, outfield, and pitched for the team; 

(4) Hunter Jackson, who played 3rd base; 
(5) Taylor Lay, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(6) Nick Martens, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(7) Payton Purvis, who played outfield; 
(8) Kendall Scott, who pitched and caught 

for the team; 
(9) Hunt Smith, who played 1st base and 

outfield; 
(10) David Umphreyville, who played out-

field and caught for the team; 
(11) Micah Wells, who played 1st base; and 
(12) Clint Wynn, who played outfield and 

pitched for the team; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team was managed by Mickey 
Lay and coached by Mike Conlon, Tommy 
Morris, and Mike Smith, each of whom dem-
onstrated leadership, professionalism, and 
respect for the players they led and the game 
of baseball; 

Whereas the fans of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team showed enthu-
siasm, support, and courtesy for the game of 
baseball and all of the players and coaches; 

Whereas the performance of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team dem-
onstrated to parents and communities 
throughout the United States that athletic 
participation builds character and leadership 
in children; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team became the second consecu-
tive team from the State of Georgia to win 
the Little League World Series, following 
the win by the Columbus Northern Little 
League team in 2006; 

Whereas Georgia is only the 4th State to 
produce back-to-back champions in the 61- 
year history of the Little League World Se-
ries and the first State to win back-to-back 
titles since 1992-1993; 

Whereas every team from the State of 
Georgia that has participated in the Little 
League World Series has won the Champion-
ship; and 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team brought pride and honor to 
the State of Georgia and the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates and honors the Warner 

Robins American Little League team and the 

loyal fans who supported the team on win-
ning the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

(2) recognizes and commends the hard 
work, dedication, determination, and com-
mitment to excellence of the members, par-
ents, coaches, and managers of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team; 

(3) recognizes and commends the people of 
Warner Robins, Georgia, for the outstanding 
loyalty and support that they displayed for 
the Warner Robins American Little League 
team throughout the season; 

(4) commends Little League Baseball for 
continuing the tradition of encouraging the 
development of sportsmanship and con-
fidence in youth by sponsoring world-class 
baseball; and 

(5) respectfully requests— 
(A) that the American people recognize the 

achievements of the Warner Robins Amer-
ican Little League team; and 

(B) that the Secretary of the Senate trans-
mit an enrolled copy of this resolution to— 

(i) the City of Warner Robins; and 
(ii) the Warner Robins American Little 

League Baseball team for appropriate dis-
play. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2662. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, making appropriations 
for military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2663. Mr. HAGEL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2664. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2665. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2666. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and 
Mr. BUNNING) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2667. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2668. Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2669. Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2670. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and 
Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2671. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2672. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2673. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 

bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2674. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2675. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2676. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr. 
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2677. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2678. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2679. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2680. Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. LEVIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
2642, supra. 

SA 2681. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2682. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, and Mr. INOUYE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

SA 2683. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2684. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2685. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and 
Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
1585, to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2008 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 2686. Mr. DEMINT proposed an amend-
ment to the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes. 

SA 2687. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr. 
ALLARD, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2688. Mr. ALLARD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2662. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 50, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 408. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S11121 September 5, 2007 
used for any action that is related to or pro-
motes the expansion of the boundaries or 
size of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, Col-
orado. 

SA 2663. Mr. HAGEL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. It is the sense of Congress that, in 
order to expedite construction projects of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and any 
other real property improvements of the De-
partment that are authorized, or for which 
funds are appropriated, by this Act, use of 
the design-build method of project delivery, 
in which one entity provides both design and 
construction services, is encouraged. 

SA 2664. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used during fiscal year 2008 to round down 
dollar amounts to the next lower whole dol-
lar for payments of the following: 

(1) Disability compensation under section 
1114 of 38, United States Code. 

(2) Additional compensation for dependents 
under section 1115(1) of such title. 

(3) Clothing allowance under section 1162 of 
such title. 

(4) Dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion to surviving spouse under subsections 
(a) through (d) of section 1311 of such title. 

(5) Dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion to children under sections 1313(a) and 
1314 of such title. 

SA 2665. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Of the amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, $13,000,000 
shall be available for the National Center for 
Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder. 

SA 2666. Mr. MCCONNELL (for him-
self and Mr. BUNNING) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for 
‘‘CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, 
DEFENSE-WIDE’’ is hereby increased by 
$17,000,000. 

(b) Of the amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title for ‘‘CHEM-
ICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, DE-
FENSE-WIDE’’, as increased by subsection (a), 
$17,000,000 shall be available for the construc-
tion of a munitions demilitarization facility 
at Blue Grass Army Depot, Kentucky. 

(c) The amount of the increase under sub-
section (a) shall be derived from unobligated 
balances from the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available for military qual-
ity of life and veterans affairs from prior fis-
cal years. 

SA 2667. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON REQUIRING ADOP-

TION OF CERTAIN ‘‘CROWD-OUT’’ 
STRATEGIES AND CERTAIN ASSUR-
ANCES AS A CONDITION OF AP-
PROVAL FOR EXPANSION OF AN IN-
COME ELIGIBILITY LEVEL FOR CHIL-
DREN UNDER THE STATE CHIL-
DREN’S HEALTH INSURANCE PRO-
GRAM (SCHIP). 

The requirements set forth in the August 
17, 2007, letter to State Health Officials from 
the Director of the Center for Medicaid and 
State Operations in the Centers for Medicare 
& Medicaid Services requiring States that 
expand the income eligibility level for chil-
dren under the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program (SCHIP) above 250 percent 
of the Federal poverty level to adopt the 5 
crowd-out strategies described in such letter 
with the components identified therein, and 
to provide certain assurances described in 
such letter, are null and void and shall not 
be applied. 

SA 2668. Mr. TESTER (for himself, 
Mr. BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-
ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby 
increased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—(1) Of the amount ap-
propriated or otherwise made available by 
this title under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERV-
ICES’’, as increased by subsection (a), 
$125,000,000 shall be available for the Vet-
erans Beneficiary Travel Program to use the 
mileage reimbursement rate prescribed by 
the Administrator of General Services under 
section 5707(b) of title 5, United States Code, 
for the use of privately owned vehicles by 
Government employees on official business 
(when a Government vehicle is available), 
without adjusting the deductible established 
under section 111(c)(1) of title 38, United 
States Code. 

(2) The amount available for the Veterans 
Beneficiary Travel Program under this sub-
section is in addition to any other amounts 
available for that program under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for the 
Veterans Health Administration under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby 
decreased by $125,000,000. 

SA 2669. Mr. TESTER (for himself, 
Mr. BYRD, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr. JOHNSON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR MED-
ICAL SERVICES.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title under 
the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’ is hereby 
increased by $125,000,000. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the amount appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
title under the heading ‘‘MEDICAL SERVICES’’, 
as increased by subsection (a), $125,000,000 
shall be available for the Veterans Bene-
ficiary Travel Program. The amount avail-
able for the Veterans Beneficiary Travel Pro-
gram under this subsection is in addition to 
any other amounts available for that pro-
gram under this title. 

(c) OFFSET.—The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for the 
Veterans Health Administration under the 
heading ‘‘MEDICAL ADMINISTRATION’’ is hereby 
decreased by $125,000,000. 

SA 2670. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself 
and Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for 
‘‘CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, 
DEFENSE-WIDE’’ is hereby increased by 
$32,000,000. 

(b) Of the amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title for ‘‘CHEM-
ICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION, DE-
FENSE-WIDE’’, as increased by subsection (a), 
$32,000,000 shall be available for the construc-
tion of a munitions demilitarization facility 
at Pueblo Chemical Depot, Colorado. 

(c) The amount of the increase under sub-
section (a) shall be derived from unobligated 
balances from the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available for military qual-
ity of life and veterans affairs from prior fis-
cal years. 

SA 2671. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES11122 September 5, 2007 
SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 

OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
submit to the Subcommittees of Congress re-
ferred to in section 407 a report on the cur-
rent status of the reconstruction of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in New Orleans, Louisiana. Each report shall 
include the following: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Subcommittees of Con-
gress referred to in section 407 a report set-
ting forth the recommendation of the Sec-
retary as to whether or not the Department 
of Veterans Affairs Medical Center being re-
constructed in new Orleans, Louisiana, 
should be designated as a tier I polytrauma 
rehabilitation center or a polytrauma net-
work site. 

SA 2672. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. TESTER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2642, making appropriations 
for military construction, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 23, between lines 4 and 5, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 127. (a) The amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this title for 
‘‘MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE’’ is 
hereby increased by $20,000,000. 

(b) Of the amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title for ‘‘MILI-
TARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE’’, as in-
creased by subsection (a), $20,000,000 shall be 
available for the modernizing and renovation 
of canine facilities of the Armed Forces. 

SA 2673. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 

other Act for the Department of Veterans 
Affairs may be used in a manner that is in-
consistent with— 

(1) section 842 of the Transportation, 
Treasury, Housing and Urban Development, 
the Judiciary, and Independent Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109–115; 
119 Stat. 2506); or 

(2) section 8110(a)(5) of title 38, United 
States Code. 

SA 2674. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Section 4332 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4), 
(5), and (6) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), and 
(7) respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2): 

‘‘(2) The number of complaints received by 
the Department of Defense under this chap-
ter during the fiscal year for which the re-
port is made regarding violations of the em-
ployment and reemployment rights of Re-
serves under this chapter.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘(2), or (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘(2), (3), 
or (4)’’. 

SA 2675. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Section 3485(a)(4) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘June 30, 2007’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘June 30, 2012’’. 

SA 2676. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and 
Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. Section 1980A(b)(1) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(I) The inability to carry out the activi-
ties of daily living due to Post-Traumatic 
Stress Disorder (PTSD) that is acquired as a 
direct result of combat experience.’’. 

SA 2677. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF 
FUNDS TO SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES TO TRAIN PSYCHOLOGISTS.—Upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs that such action is in the national in-
terest, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
may transfer not more than $5,000,000 to the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services for 
the Graduate Psychology Education Pro-
gram to support increased training of psy-
chologists skilled in the treatment of post- 
traumatic stress disorder, traumatic brain 
injury, and related disorders. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF TRANSFERRED 
FUNDS.—The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services may only use funds transferred 
under this section for the purposes described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall notify Congress of any 
such transfer of funds under this section. 

SA 2678. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 
OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs must 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
a report on the current status of the recon-
struction of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana. Each report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
must submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations a report setting forth the rec-
ommendation of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center being reconstructed in new 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

SA 2679. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
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the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORTS ON RECONSTRUCTION 
OF DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED-
ICAL CENTER IN NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA.— 
(1) Not later than October 1 and April 1 each 
year, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations 
a report on the current status of the recon-
struction of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in New Orleans, Lou-
isiana. Each report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The current status of the reconstruc-
tion of the Medical Center, including the sta-
tus of any ongoing environmental assess-
ments, the status of any current construc-
tion, and an assessment of the adequacy of 
funding necessary to complete the recon-
struction. 

(B) If reconstruction of the Medical Center 
is subject to any major delay— 

(i) a description of each such delay; 
(ii) an explanation for each such delay; and 
(iii) a description of the action being taken 

or planned to address the delay. 
(C) A description of current and antici-

pated funding for the reconstruction of the 
Medical Center, including an estimate of any 
additional funding required for the recon-
struction. 

(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
cease on the day that the reconstruction of 
the Medical Center referred to in that para-
graph is completed. 

(b) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER 
IN NEW ORLEANS AS POLYTRAUMA REHABILI-
TATION CENTER OR POLYTRAUMA NETWORK 
SITE.—Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations a report setting forth the rec-
ommendation of the Secretary as to whether 
or not the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center being reconstructed in new 
Orleans, Louisiana, should be designated as a 
tier I polytrauma rehabilitation center or a 
polytrauma network site. 

SA 2680. Ms. STABENOW (for herself 
and Mr. LEVIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 2642, making appropria-
tions for military construction, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. LIEUTENANT COLONEL CLEMENT C. 

VAN WAGONER DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS CLINIC. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The Department of Vet-
erans Affairs clinic located in Alpena, Michi-
gan, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement C. Van Wag-
oner Department of Veterans Affairs Clinic’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs clinic referred to in 
subsection (a) shall be deemed to be a ref-
erence to the ‘‘Lieutenant Colonel Clement 
C. Van Wagoner Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Clinic’’. 

SA 2681. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-

propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert: 
SEC. . The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

may carry out a major medical facility lease 
in fiscal year 2008 in an amount not to ex-
ceed $12,000,000 to implement the rec-
ommendations outlined in the August, 2007 
Study of South Texas Veterans’ Inpatient 
and Specialty Outpatient Health Care Needs. 

SA 2682. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Mr. INOUYE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) REPORT ON ACCESS TO MEDICAL 
SERVICES PROVIDED BY DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS TO VETERANS IN REMOTE 
RURAL AREAS.—Not later than six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report set-
ting forth the following: 

(1) A description of the following: 
(A) The unique challenges and costs faced 

by veterans in remote rural areas of contig-
uous and non-contiguous States when ob-
taining medical services from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

(B) The need to improve access to locally- 
administered care for veterans who reside in 
remote rural areas. 

(C) The need to fund alternative sources of 
medical services— 

(i) in areas where facilities of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs are not accessible 
to veterans without leaving such areas; and 

(ii) in cases in which receipt of medical 
services by a veteran in a facility of the De-
partment requires transportation of such 
veteran by air due to geographic and 
infrastructural constraints. 

(2) An assessment of the potential for in-
creasing local access to medical services for 
veterans in remote rural areas of contiguous 
and non-contiguous States through strategic 
partnerships with other government and 
local private health care providers. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives; 
and 

(2) the Subcommittees referred to in sec-
tion 407. 

SA 2683. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) PROHIBITION ON INTERMENT OR 
MEMORIALIZATION IN NATIONAL CEMETERIES 
OR ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY OF PER-
SONS COMMITTING FEDERAL OR STATE SEX 
CRIMES.—None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this Act may be 

used to provide interments and memorializa-
tions in volation of section 2411 of title 38, 
United States Code, as amended by sub-
section (b). 

(b) AMENDMENTS.—Section 2411 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) A person who has been convicted of a 

Federal sex crime. 
‘‘(4) A person who has been convicted of a 

State sex crime.’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (5)(A), as redesignated by 

subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or a State 
capital crime’’ and inserting ‘‘, a State cap-
ital crime, a Federal sex crime, or a State 
sex crime’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘under 
subsection (b)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘under sub-
section (b)(5)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) The term ‘Federal sex crime’ means a 

criminal offense under Federal law that has 
an element involving a sexual act or sexual 
contact with another, including rape or sex-
ual assault. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘State sex crime’ means a 
criminal offense that is a felony under State 
law and has an element involving a sexual 
act or sexual contact with another, including 
rape or sexual assault.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (b) shall apply to inter-
ments and memorializations in cemeteries of 
the National Cemetery Administration or 
Arlington National Cemetery that occur 
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion. 

SA 2684. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 2642, making appro-
priations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

On page 46, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 227. (a) PROHIBITION ON INTERMENT OR 
MEMORIALIZATION IN NATIONAL CEMETERIES 
OR ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY OF PER-
SONS COMMITTING FEDERAL OR STATE SEX 
CRIMES.—Section 2411 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) A person who has been convicted of a 

Federal sex crime. 
‘‘(4) A person who has been convicted of a 

State sex crime.’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (5)(A), as redesignated by 

subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or a State 
capital crime’’ and inserting ‘‘, a State cap-
ital crime, a Federal sex crime, or a State 
sex crime’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘under 
subsection (b)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘under sub-
section (b)(5)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (5); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraphs (3) and (4): 
‘‘(3) The term ‘Federal sex crime’ means a 

criminal offense under Federal law that has 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES11124 September 5, 2007 
an element involving a sexual act or sexual 
contact with another, including rape or sex-
ual assault. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘State sex crime’ means a 
criminal offense that is a felony under State 
law that has an element involving a sexual 
act or sexual contact with another, including 
rape or sexual assault.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to inter-
ments and memorializations in cemeteries of 
the National Cemetery Administration or 
Arlington National Cemetery that occur 
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion. 

SA 2685. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself 
and Mr. ALLARD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2008 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for the defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of title XXVIII, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 2864. REPORT ON THE PINON CANYON MA-

NEUVER SITE, COLORADO. 
(a) REPORT ON THE PINON CANYON MANEU-

VER SITE.— 
(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 

days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Army shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report on the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site 
(referred to in this section as ‘‘the Site’’). 

(2) CONTENT.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An analysis of whether existing train-
ing facilities at Fort Carson, Colorado, and 
the Site are sufficient to support the train-
ing needs of units stationed or planned to be 
stationed at Fort Carson, including the fol-
lowing: 

(i) A description of any new training re-
quirements or significant developments af-
fecting training requirements for units sta-
tioned or planned to be stationed at Fort 
Carson since the 2005 Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission found that the 
base has ‘‘sufficient capacity’’ to support 
four brigade combat teams and associated 
support units at Fort Carson. 

(ii) A study of alternatives for enhancing 
training facilities at Fort Carson and the 
Site within their current geographic foot-
print, including whether these additional in-
vestments or measures could support addi-
tional training activities. 

(iii) A description of the current training 
calendar and training load at the Site, in-
cluding— 

(I) the number of brigade-sized and bat-
talion-sized military exercises held at the 
Site since its establishment; 

(II) an analysis of the maximum annual 
training load at the Site, without expanding 
the Site; and 

(III) an analysis of the training load and 
projected training calendar at the Site when 
all brigades stationed or planned to be sta-
tioned at Fort Carson are at home station. 

(B) A report of need for any proposed addi-
tion of training land to support units sta-
tioned or planned to be stationed at Fort 
Carson, including the following: 

(i) A description of additional training ac-
tivities, and their benefits to operational 
readiness, which would be conducted by 

units stationed at Fort Carson if, through 
leases or acquisition from consenting land-
owners, the Site were expanded to include— 

(I) the parcel of land identified as ‘‘Area 
A’’ in the Potential PCMS Land expansion 
map; 

(II) the parcel of land identified as ‘‘Area 
B’’ in the Potential PCMS Land expansion 
map; and 

(III) the parcels of land identified as ‘‘Area 
A’’ and ‘‘Area B’’ in the Potential PCMS 
Land expansion map. 

(ii) An analysis of alternatives for acquir-
ing or utilizing training land at other instal-
lations in the United States to support train-
ing activities of units stationed at Fort Car-
son. 

(iii) An analysis of alternatives for uti-
lizing other federally owned land to support 
training activities of units stationed at Fort 
Carson. 

(C) An analysis of alternatives for enhanc-
ing economic development opportunities in 
southeastern Colorado at the current Site or 
through any proposed expansion, including 
the consideration of the following alter-
natives: 

(i) The leasing of land on the Site or any 
expansion of the Site to ranchers for grazing. 

(ii) The leasing of land from private land-
owners for training. 

(iii) The procurement of additional serv-
ices and goods, including biofuels and beef, 
from local businesses. 

(iv) The creation of an economic develop-
ment fund to benefit communities, local gov-
ernments, and businesses in southeastern 
Colorado. 

(v) The establishment of an outreach office 
to provide technical assistance to local busi-
nesses that wish to bid on Department of De-
fense contracts. 

(vi) The establishment of partnerships with 
local governments and organizations to ex-
pand regional tourism through expanded ac-
cess to sites of historic, cultural, and envi-
ronmental interest on the Site. 

(vii) An acquisition policy that allows will-
ing sellers to minimize the tax impact of a 
sale. 

(viii) Additional investments in Army mis-
sions and personnel, such as stationing an 
active duty unit at the Site, including— 

(I) an analysis of anticipated operational 
benefits; and 

(II) an analysis of economic impacts to sur-
rounding communities. 

(3) POTENTIAL PCMS LAND EXPANSION MAP 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘Po-
tential PCMS Land expansion map’’ means 
the June 2007 map entitled ‘‘Potential PCMS 
Land expansion’’. 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW OF RE-
PORT.—Not later than 180 days after the Sec-
retary of Defense submits the report re-
quired under subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
Congress a review of the report and of the 
justification of the Army for expansion at 
the Site. 

(c) PUBLIC COMMENT.—After the report re-
quired under subsection (b) is submitted to 
Congress, the Army shall solicit public com-
ment on the report for a period of not less 
than 90 days. Not later than 30 days after the 
public comment period has closed, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a written 
summary of comments received. 

SA 2686. Mr. DEMINT proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2642, mak-
ing appropriations for military con-
struction, the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

Beginning on page 44, strike line 20 and all 
that follows through page 45, line 23. 

SA 2687. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, 
Mr. ALLARD, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2642, 
making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2008, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. ll. For an additional amount 

$100,000,000, with $50,000,000 each to the Cities 
of Denver, Colorado, and St. Paul, Min-
nesota, shall be available to the Department 
of Homeland Security for State and local law 
enforcement entities for security and related 
costs, including overtime, associated with 
the Democratic National Convention and Re-
publican National Convention in 2008. The 
Department of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide for an audit of all amounts made avail-
able under this section, including expendi-
tures by State and local law enforcement en-
tities. Amounts provided by this section are 
designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 204 of S. Con. Res. 21 
(110th Congress). 

SA 2688. Mr. ALLARD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘City’’ means the City of Au-

rora, Colorado. 
(2) The term ‘‘deed’’ means the quitclaim 

deed— 
(A) conveyed by the Secretary to the City; 

and 
(B) dated May 24, 1999. 
(3) The term ‘‘non-Federal land’’ means— 
(A) parcel I of the Fitzsimons Army Med-

ical Center, Colorado; and 
(B) the parcel of land described in the deed. 
(4) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-

retary of the Interior. 
(b)(1) In accordance with paragraph (2), and 

subject to each term and condition required 
under paragraph (3), to allow the City to con-
vey to the United States the non-Federal 
land to be used by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs for the construction of a veterans 
medical facility, the Secretary may execute 
such instruments as determined by the Sec-
retary to be necessary to modify or release 
any condition under which the non-Federal 
land would revert to the United States. 

(2) In carrying out paragraph (1), with re-
spect to the non-Federal land, the Secretary 
shall alter— 

(A) each provision of the deed relating to a 
reversionary interest of the United States; 
and 

(B) any other reversionary interest of the 
United States 

to authorize the use of the property to in-
clude use as a veteran’s facility in addition 
to use for recreational purposes. 

(3) The Secretary shall carry out para-
graph (1) subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary to protect the interests of the United 
States. 
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NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that a hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

The hearing will be held on Wednes-
day, September 12, 2007, at 9:30 a.m., in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on the status of energy 
efficient lighting technologies and on 
S. 2017, the Energy Efficient Lighting 
for a Brighter Tomorrow Act. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150. 

For further information, please con-
tact Deborah Estes at (202) 224–4971 or 
Britni Rillera at (202) 224–1219. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, September 5, 2007, at 10 
a.m. to hold a nomination hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet in order to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘The 50th Anniversary of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1957 and its Con-
tinuing Importance’’ on Wednesday, 
September 5, 2007, at 10 a.m. in the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, room 
226. 

Witness List: 

Panel I: The Honorable John Lewis, 
United States Representative [D–GA- 
5th]. 

Panel II: Wade Henderson, President 
and CEO, Leadership Conference on 
Civil Rights, Washington, DC; Theo-
dore Shaw, Director-Counsel and Presi-
dent, NAACP Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund, Inc., Washington, DC; 
Peter Zamora, Washington, DC Re-
gional Counsel, Mexican American 
Legal Defense and Educational Fund 
[MALDEF], Washington, DC; Gail Her-
iot, Commissioner, United States Com-
mission on Civil Rights, Professor of 
Law, University of California at San 
Diego, San Diego, CA; Robert P. Moses, 
President The Algebra Project, Inc., 
Cambridge, MA; Robert H. Driscoll, 
Partner, Alston & Bird, Washington, 
DC. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Special Com-
mittee on Aging be authorized to meet 
today Wednesday, September 5, 2007, 
from 2 p.m.–4 p.m. in SD–628 for the 
purpose of conducting a hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Matt Guen-
ther, a military fellow in my office, be 
accorded the privilege of the floor for 
the duration of the 110th Congress. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Jill 
Antonishak, a member of my staff, be 
given the privilege of the floor for the 
remainder of the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DISCHARGE AND REFERRAL—S.J. 
RES. 17 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be discharged from 
further consideration of S.J. Res. 17 
and the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science 
and Transportation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR PRINTING—H.R. 1538 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that H.R. 1538, the 
Wounded Warriors legislation, be print-
ed, as passed by the Senate on July 25, 
2007. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE 
ROTUNDA AND GROUNDS OF THE 
CAPITOL 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of H. 
Con. Res. 196, just received from the 
House and at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 196) 

authorizing the use of the Rotunda and 
grounds of the Capitol for a ceremony to 
award the Congressional Gold Medal to 
Tenzin Gyatso, the Fourteenth Dalai Lama. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the concurrent res-
olution be agreed to and the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, with-
out intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 196) was agreed to. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE WARNER 
ROBINS AMERICAN LITTLE 
LEAGUE TEAM OF WARNER ROB-
INS, GEORGIA, FOR WINNING 
THE CHAMPIONSHIP GAME OF 
THE LITTLE LEAGUE WORLD SE-
RIES 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
308, which was submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 308) congratulating 

the Warner Robins American Little League 
team of Warner Robins, Georgia, for winning 
the championship game of the Little League 
World Series. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
rise to encourage my colleagues to join 
Senator ISAKSON and myself in support 
of a resolution congratulating the 2007 
Little League World Series champions, 
the Warner Robins American Little 
League team of Warner Robins, GA. 
Warner Robins and Houston County, 
where Warner Robins is located, have a 
very proud athletic tradition. Warner 
Robins High School and Houston Coun-
ty High School have been in the same 
region as my home high school over 
the last several years and I have seen 
my high school win and lose against 
teams coming out of Houston County. 
The tradition in Houston County goes 
way back. 

There is also a town in Houston 
County called Perry, and Perry, GA is 
the home of a former all-State basket-
ball player by the name of Sam Nunn 
who served in this great institution for 
a period of 24 years. 

Success in Houston County and War-
ner Robins from an athletic standpoint 
is nothing new. But on August 26, 2007, 
the Warner Robins American Little 
League team defeated the Tokyo 
Kitasuna Little League team of Tokyo, 
Japan by a score of 3–2 after Dalton 
Carriker hit a solo walk-off home run 
in the bottom of the eighth inning. 
This victory concluded their impres-
sive season with a record of 20 wins and 
only 1 loss. Considering the fact that 
more than 7,000 Little League All-Star 
teams took the field in July, this ac-
complishment is extremely impressive. 

Their talent, hard work, and sports-
manship allowed them to become the 
third team from the State of Georgia 
to win the Little League World Series 
and, in doing so, they captured the 
hearts of people all across Georgia and 
in many parts of the Nation who love 
the game of baseball. 

As a former Little League coach my-
self, during the years when my wife, 
Julianne, and I were raising our chil-
dren in Moultrie, GA, I was proud to 
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participate in the longstanding tradi-
tion of Little League baseball as a 
coach for my son’s team, the Destiny 
Dawgs. I have seen firsthand the 
uncontested confidence, determination, 
and hard work that Little League base-
ball instills in our youth. 

I wish to recognize the 12 young men 
of the Warner Robins American team 
individually for their great accom-
plishment: Keaton Allen, Dalton 
Carriker, Zane Conlon, Hunter Jack-
son, Taylor Lay, Nick Martens, Payton 
Purvis, Kendall Scott, Hunt Smith, 
David Umphreyville, Micah Wells, and 
Clint Wynn. Their manager Mickey 
Lay and coaches Mike Conlon, Tommy 
Morris, and Mike Smith each deserve 
strong recognition for guiding these 
young men to victory. 

Moreover, I would be remiss if I did 
not recognize the teachers and stu-
dents of these young men’s schools, the 
fans who represented their community, 
and the State of Georgia, for their en-
thusiasm and their support for this 
team’s efforts. It is with great pride 
that I extend my heartfelt congratula-
tions to the Warner Robins American 
Little League team and their families. 
I am extremely proud of each of them 
and their accomplishments. I wish 
them great success in the future and 
urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I thank 

Senator CHAMBLISS for this oppor-
tunity. I am pleased to join him in pay-
ing tribute to the Warner Robins Little 
League. I associate myself with all his 
remarks. 

Dalton Carriker’s walk-off home run 
in extra innings was a thrill. Kendall 
Scott’s great relief pitching was a 
thrill. But what was the most thrilling 
thing of all, because I got home in time 
to watch the end of that game, were 
the actions of those kids in response to 
the despair of the Japanese kids. In 
fact, I want to quote from a news arti-
cle. A reporter interviewed Kendall 
Scott, the winning pitcher, after the 
end of the game when he gazed across 
the field and saw the Japanese players 
all on their knees in tears, dis-
appointed in their loss. Kendall Scott 
said the following: 

They don’t disrespect, they’re very dis-
ciplined and they’re some of the nicest kids 
you’ll ever meet in your entire life. Just see-
ing them fall down and cry, you just couldn’t 
let them do that—you gotta pick them up. 

Having had two boys who went 
through Little League, having worked 
in baseball as a youngster myself, I 
know one of the goals of Little League 
is to instill good sportsmanship and 
teamwork on behalf of players. I com-
mend manager Mickey Lay and coach-
es Mike Conlon, Tommy Morris, and 
Mike Smith for the discipline, the 
teamwork, and the respect they in-
stilled in these young men, because at 
the height of their victory, zenith of 
their young careers, they stopped their 

celebration to console those they had 
defeated on the field. That shows that 
Little League and its goals of teaching 
teamwork and sportsmanship are alive 
and well, not just in Warner Robins, 
GA but throughout the United States. I 
am pleased to join my colleague and 
commend the Warner Robins Little 
League on their victory and remind ev-
eryone, that is back to back for Geor-
gia. Columbus, GA won last year. War-
ner Robins won this year. We will try 
for a trifecta next year. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 308) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 308 

Whereas, on August 26, 2007, the Warner 
Robins American Little League team de-
feated the Tokyo Kitasuna Little League 
team of Tokyo, Japan, by 3 runs to 2 runs to 
win the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team had an impressive record of 
20 wins and only 1 loss; 

Whereas the success of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team depended on 
the tremendous dedication and sportsman-
ship of the team, including— 

(1) Keaton Allen, who played outfield and 
pitched for the team; 

(2) Dalton Carriker, who played shortstop 
and pitched for the team; 

(3) Zane Conlon, who played 2nd base, 
shortstop, outfield, and pitched for the team; 

(4) Hunter Jackson, who played 3rd base; 
(5) Taylor Lay, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(6) Nick Martens, who played 2nd base and 

outfield; 
(7) Payton Purvis, who played outfield; 
(8) Kendall Scott, who pitched and caught 

for the team; 
(9) Hunt Smith, who played 1st base and 

outfield; 
(10) David Umphreyville, who played out-

field and caught for the team; 
(11) Micah Wells, who played 1st base; and 
(12) Clint Wynn, who played outfield and 

pitched for the team; 
Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-

tle League team was managed by Mickey 
Lay and coached by Mike Conlon, Tommy 
Morris, and Mike Smith, each of whom dem-
onstrated leadership, professionalism, and 
respect for the players they led and the game 
of baseball; 

Whereas the fans of the Warner Robins 
American Little League team showed enthu-
siasm, support, and courtesy for the game of 
baseball and all of the players and coaches; 

Whereas the performance of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team dem-
onstrated to parents and communities 
throughout the United States that athletic 
participation builds character and leadership 
in children; 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team became the second consecu-
tive team from the State of Georgia to win 
the Little League World Series, following 
the win by the Columbus Northern Little 
League team in 2006; 

Whereas Georgia is only the 4th State to 
produce back-to-back champions in the 61- 
year history of the Little League World Se-
ries and the first State to win back-to-back 
titles since 1992-1993; 

Whereas every team from the State of 
Georgia that has participated in the Little 
League World Series has won the Champion-
ship; and 

Whereas the Warner Robins American Lit-
tle League team brought pride and honor to 
the State of Georgia and the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates and honors the Warner 

Robins American Little League team and the 
loyal fans who supported the team on win-
ning the 61st annual Little League Baseball 
World Series; 

(2) recognizes and commends the hard 
work, dedication, determination, and com-
mitment to excellence of the members, par-
ents, coaches, and managers of the Warner 
Robins American Little League team; 

(3) recognizes and commends the people of 
Warner Robins, Georgia, for the outstanding 
loyalty and support that they displayed for 
the Warner Robins American Little League 
team throughout the season; 

(4) commends Little League Baseball for 
continuing the tradition of encouraging the 
development of sportsmanship and con-
fidence in youth by sponsoring world-class 
baseball; and 

(5) respectfully requests— 
(A) that the American people recognize the 

achievements of the Warner Robins Amer-
ican Little League team; and 

(B) that the Secretary of the Senate trans-
mit an enrolled copy of this resolution to— 

(i) the City of Warner Robins; and 
(ii) the Warner Robins American Little 

League Baseball team for appropriate dis-
play. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2007 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it stand 
adjourned until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, 
September 6; that on Thursday, fol-
lowing the prayer and pledge, the Jour-
nal of proceedings be approved to date, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
and the time of the two leaders be re-
served for their use later in the day; 
that there be a period of morning busi-
ness for 60 minutes with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, and that the time be 
equally divided and controlled between 
the leaders or their designees, with the 
majority controlling the first half and 
the Republicans controlling the final 
half; that at the close of morning busi-
ness, the Senate resume consideration 
of the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations Act; that 
when the Senate resumes consideration 
of the bill, Senator BUNNING be recog-
nized to speak for up to 30 minutes; 
that at the conclusion of his remarks, 
there be 2 minutes of debate prior to a 
vote in relation to the Coleman amend-
ment with the time equally divided be-
tween Senators COLEMAN and BUNNING 
or their designees; that there be 2 min-
utes of debate prior to a vote in rela-
tion to all remaining amendments, 
equally divided and controlled in the 
usual form; that upon disposition of 
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the Coleman amendment, the amend-
ment vote sequence be: SANDERS, 
SALAZAR, BROWN, MCCONNELL, and then 
final passage; that after the first vote 
of the sequence, vote time be limited 
to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business today, I ask unani-

mous consent that the Senate stand in 
adjournment under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:59 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
September 6, 2007, at 9:30 a.m. 
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